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Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India (other than the 
Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories) 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd April 1972 

S.O. 129G, — Whereas the Election Commission is 
satisfied that Shri Vyas Ram, R/o Village & P.O. Khan- 
chhuban, District Shahabad (Bihar), a contesting 
candidate for mid-term election held in 1969 to the 
Bihar Legislative Assembly from 232-Sahar (SC) 
Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due 
notices has not given any reason or explanation for 
the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such 
failure; 

3, Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of 
the said Act, the Eeicction Commission hereby declares 
the said Shri Vyas Ram, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legis- 
lative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the datq of this order. 

[No, BR-LA/232/69 (129 ) .] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 


KTTfV fRRfRR TTPftR 

'T? fW‘j 3 19 7 2 

t^Ro SRo 12 96. — UR:, fftdHd NPfPT RRTRTR 
iH Wtfr 1 969 ft fu fftspr fqrnd- fTfiT % jftpr fa 
fftft 212-Afpr (sToirT°) ^ ft 

Nf ft Rift < «sft sqjd- Tpp fftqpft UTR i* tfto 

fftNT HTgBTK (fftfRV;), STfftfftftRR srfftfft^r’ 
1951 ?HTT?T5tftd dRTTTTiTT fftnTHf 5T7T RRT RftfftRI Wfift 

fddftqv sjRfft dftf ftr ftjiT Ttfer drrft ft ft; 

2. AA'., -ddei ^TftfddTT ft, RiRdi ^TdT fa? drift 
RT ftt, Rqftt 5 TRWRT fti fftir sfftf diRN WIT ^^< 01 
dfftfftHT ft, RftL fftVNHT RlftftT dH A% ftft RRTRR RUT 

% fftr 'ttr 5R imwctT % Ffttr dftf qdzvr irr 
JTTTftrfftHT d>ff ft ; 

3. IRT:, 5Td, BdH ?rftrfftim dft etjtj 1 0 37 % SThfRyT 

ft fftd’m inftk RdTiTTr ddd ftjwHRpr dft ftdd 
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vfY RTW % TT TpfT iff faRTW TW 1 * 1 W faffR ift- 

it % qff wilr sik fff % f%q> er 5rr%7r iff drffar 

It dfa iff THTlfa % fqrr pTTf^TT Rffaff UTOT ^ I 

[Ro f^R-fao Ro/232/ 69] 

srfair 

<To HTTo RT, whUT I 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 24th March 1972 

S.O. 1297. — In pursuance of clause Cat of section 2 
of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and 
Fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby au- 
thorises Shri V, R. Bhasin, Assistant in the Trade 
Commission of India, Vancouver (Canada) to perform 
the duties of a Consular Agent, with effect from the 
12th January, 1972 until further orders. 

TNo. F. T.4330/3/72 1 
FRAMOD KUMAR, Under Secy, 

fatlT RRT3TW 

T$ fa^ff, 24 ffuS) 1972 

qn° Wf° 12 97. — Vftff-D Wfa- 
TTlf qw Eell) ^lfiifpt(+i, 1948 % <a 2 iff 

RRT (sp) % 5RTRU If TOE HUM % STpiTT inftlFT, 
STTOR ('RTRl) if, sff #0 STRo KRftR, HpTOT iff ^R% 

STTT 12 STTlff, 1972 If, HWT UTkl ifa fFF, ?M 
wfalRf IT wf % fuq WTftJfR IRtft | | 

[WT €V— 4330/ 3 / 72 ] 

wwfa fRR, sfr dfvr 1 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department, of Personnel) 

New Delhi , the 18 th March, 1972 

S.O. 1298, — In exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of section 492 of the Code of" Crimi- 
nal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri Avtar Singh, Advocate, as 
Public Prosecutor for conducting the prnseciPfcTBTf of 
the accused Shri Bhian Ram in case R. C~ No, 3/71- 
FS.I State Vs, Bhian Ram In the Court of the AdctN 
tional Sessions Judge, Jaipur. 

[No, 225/13/72- AVD.IT.] 

RfaRTT HtVffTfTO 

(irftm fawn) 

T§ fcveff, 18 Wit, 19 72 

qRo^fo 1298- — TfaronarfaffT, 1898(l898 
TT 5 ) iffETRT 4 9 2 iff STURT (l) %ffRT STITT EflTTt 
IT Wifi £q ; R77FR, qffqSTTT, «ff SGTdT? 


qyaft^T, iff srfaftiir Itert ^tot, wjt % totttut if ^r, 

wmftdTOT 3/71-qi;. qw. I-tst ftrew fwtrduw 

if srfaqsFR fwiT TUT % fsR 3 STfawfopT iff IRff «TT?f % 

fuq UVF-RffTTf^T % VI if flTTR IRfff $ I 

[tf^rr 225/1 3/72— qo^fo tff 0—2] 

New Delhi, the 18th April 1972 

S.O. 1299.— In exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri V. V. Sreenlvasachar, Deputy 
Legal Adviser of the Delhi Special Police Establish- 
ment, Bombay Branch, as Public Prosecutor for Ihe 
purpose of conducting R.C. No. 19/67-BLR against 
N. Konappa and others, pending before the court of 
Special Magistrate, Bangalore in the State of Mysore. 

[No. 225/19/72- AVD (II).] 
fff f^ff, 1 8 srfNr, 1 972 

iTRo iffo i2pr. — ufaBTT fl'ftrff, 1 898 ( 1898 IT 
5) iff RTU 192 iff OTIFT ( l) gTU STITT Hlflfpff IT 
Hfffa H7ff |T7, IrfffT FITITT, q' fac^f faiffa qflTR 
HTTITT, WRIT % TT-faftl FUT^HR, sff tffo*ff° 
«ff falTRUUT iff E qv Tpnr if fatfiy wftvjT, JRirk % 
TOTTRTO if qffo iffani T 5R f Uf<-TT VRo Rfo 
RTOl 1 9 / 67-WfoqH'oTOTe IT RTTETT 1 R^ % faq WflT 
vfwrRrv faqid iruff % i 

[ifo 225/1 9 / 72 -q o^fo^fo (ii)] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th March 1973 

S.O, 1300.^ — ^In exercise of the powers conferred bv 
fiub-sectlon (l) of section 9 read with section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1940 (25 of 
1940), and of all other powers enabling it in this 
behalf, the Central Government, with the consent of 
the Government of the State of Bihar hereby extends 
the powers and lurisdiction of members of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment to the whole of the State 
of Bihar for the investigation of the offences punishable 
under section 430 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 
I860) and any other offence committed in the course 
of the same transaction in regard to the following 
cases, namely: — 

(1) Kndamkuan P. S. case No. 0, dated 2nd Feb- 
ruary, 1972, 

(2) Kadamkuan P. S. case No. 8. dated 2nd Feb- 
ruary, 1972. 

[No. 228/3/72-AVD. II.l 
B. C, VANJAN1, Under Secy. 

irfan 

Tf feceff, 4 WUf, 1972 

HT° *TT° 1300. — faRff faiffa jfaff RTPTT fTTW, 

1 946 ( 1946 IT 25) iff ETRT 6 % RTW ifed RRT 5 iff 

twu ( 1 ) urt ttu uifidTT sftTqw faffm If 

WTTir TTeff *(ri| mft F] flrRlf TI STTfT ITT^ |q RTIHT 

qdffffRT, faffTT TOV iff RffTfa If, fcRfr faffT 
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dfad ?«rrqT % tututt fid nitwit srYr nfwfRrr ot, 
KTRcftr RT T%TT ( 1 8 6 0 TT 4 5 ) spY TPT 4 3 6 % Ttftd 
S^TOR iftT fTJTfrrfacT REpTirY if Tift TIT T 
Sf^TT t fartT ffi[ fodfi TPT TTUgi TI TT'IT gRT T 
fflfiT TPER! fdYET! TFJT it fW^rcl l T TTf it '• — 

(l) TTFfWi TITnTTTTfTo GfcTtT 2'FWTY 
1972 I 

( 2 ) TRT fTT dldT TTTT To 8 fedlT? 2 TTT^t , 
1972 I 

[ ‘mr 228/3/72-rr 0 ^ofto-2] 
4i oTTlo TTTUft, TT r TTT I 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi* 1, the 20 th March, 1972 

S.O 1301.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (1) of article 258 of the Constitution and in 
jupersession of the notification, of the Government of 
rndia in the Ministry of Home Aifairs No. S.07 2480, 

aatcd the 24th July, 1967, in so far as it relutes to 
the former Union territories of Manipur and Tripura, 
the President hereby entrusts to the Governments of 
Manipur and Tripura, with their consent, the Junc- 
tions of the Central Government in reunion Lo any 
matter specified in suto-clauses (cl and (u> of clause 
(8) of section 2 of the Official Secrets Act, 192., U0 
of 1923), subject to the condition that ndTwithst nd- 
inK such entrustment the said functions may af.o be 
exercised by the Central Government. 

[No. 10/2/72-Poll.II] 
B. K. GOSWAMI, Dy, Secy. 


20TgY, 1972 

qfloW 0 13 Ol.—TfTRTT % 258dmT(l) 

aiTt SRT nifadTT TT STRUT TTd $C[ fpTI TiTtT TT3PT7; % 
ToTToTio 2480|tPiiT24^vITt, 

1967 TT, T?T TT 7W TRW Td>P T fTJTT 

^ lYsrt T Sifaw gir TTTtfr 

wfRfTW, 1 923 ( 1 923 f.T 19) STO 2 % W 

( 8 ) % TT-dtS (T) (T) T fdft'T fdtfY Mu T 

Tnrm ttfr: % vm TdYsT t Td immt 

Tv’ffd T, TYldT £ TT T? % fd 

jppf T\W % ^T trfUTTZ % TTTfl dW TTR TENT 

TWT ITT TT faR TT TTT | I 


[To 1 6/ 2/ 7 2-TtT— II. ] 
4Yo #To TRTPft, '^T TfnT I 


New Delhi, the 25 th March 1972 

SO. 1302.— In pursuance o[ clause (1) of article 239 
ol the Constitution, the President hereby directs that, 


2015 


subject to his control and until further orders, the 
powers and functions of the appropriate Government 
under — 

(ilthc Land Acquisition Act, 1894 (1 of 1894), 
exc pt those of the Central Government under 
the provisos to sub-section (1) of section 66, 
and 


(iil the Land Acquisition (Companies) Rules. 
1963, shall also be exercised and discharged 
by the Administrator of the Union territory 
of Arunachal Pradesh within that Union 
territory. 


[No. F. 2/2/72-UTL.] 
df fcfft, 25 TUf, 1972 
t>To Wo 1 3 02- — TSJTfd, TfdRTd %■ lE^SST 239 

% snir ( i ) %■ ir trrpTTT frtT aid | % 

fTTmtflT T?d f IT ddT TR 3TPT TEGlT TT — 

(l) NftlfTTT, 1894 (l894 l) 

# TTTT 55 Td Tram ( l) % Tra£Fl k 
CTtfld' TUFR ^pY TT TlTTTf firdY 
% fTTPT, TYT 

(ii) '<ffrr ( -mpfl ) f'TTT, 1 9 63 % tmtz, 

TTJjfmcT 1RTTT TT 7lfTTTr SlY^ JcT, NT7[ RT 

TT^T II T % TvTTTT 4RT, fiY TT lid 7T?T II T % "jfYFTT, 

SEJTT T1 TTTfiY UlT f-ITUT ItY TF1T I 

[do TTo 2/2/72-^oiYo(TTi>] 
(■[To JTRo RtYT, T R fifll | 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 17 th February 1972 

S.O. 1303. — In the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Home Affairs No. {TO. 244 
published at page 105 of the Gazette of India, part II, 
Section 3, Sub-section (ii>, dated the 1st January, 1972, 
for "section 8” read "section 6". 

[No. F. 2/3/71-UTL.] 
M. R. SACTLDEVA, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 18 th April 1972 

S.O. 1304. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (l) of article 258 of the Constitution, the 
Prcsideni, with the consent ol' the Government of 
Tripura, hereby entrusts 1.0 tiiat Government, the 
functions of tne Central Government under the Ex- 
planation to section 25 ol’ the Negotiable Instruments 
Act, 1801 (26 of 1831), subject to the condition that 
notwithstanding tin:; entrustment, the Central Govern- 
ment may itself exercise the said functions should 
it deem fit to do so in any case. 

[F. No. 21/18/72-Judl.] 

B. SHUKLA, Dy. Secy. 

'fit fo-^Y, 18 SdNr, 1972 

tplo Wo 1304. — TE^Tfd, TfadPT % T-^53fcf 258 

& tr? ( 1 ) 5RT TTU Tfwf TT SHIFT TT d gtr, fwjU 

rttr: tt FfprfiT T, tt -rtr ti, mErra fH'YT trfyrdq'T 
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«l 

2. HTHH-kTTT ^7 (Hcff 7k %7T 7?t 77 ) 

fom, 1 961 sFjgjr! 3 Sr, “wum h^tth” % 77 & 

HHfTJH 7TT 1 % 3TO ( 4 ) 7, — 

(*f) "huptof” ^tt % nm fcfor ttuh 7 

t 7 Tfafk (ii) ^<7 to: ?r snxnflr; 

(v) “rnmte 1 ’ trim % h,h 7 fefkr «r«r 7 t7 
tMh, ht (i) % wrt 7 wife t7 

7k ^H 773T H<57tf%7 H7 (i) % 7TOT5 
frHf'TpjH H7 N r d : ?®n1fi7 t 7 TpTrft, 
— 

" 1 ; ; 1 rthh «t7 to 7itt innra" 1 


1881 ( 1881 W 26) 77 HPCT 25 % hMtoFT % 7>itT 
%7^k TWR % tTHl TO TH 77 % HsfFT T77 |T % SH 
HETTOTT T Hi %TOFt TOR rjro %?q\ sp\ qfc 

froft HTH% if 7^ 7HT TO7T £76 W, E7H TO HTOfV, 
qa^SITT TOE7 TOST ^ I 

[Ho TOo 21/18/72-HTfaT] 
H^TFTT TjHH, HT Hf'77 1 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi , the 18th February, 1572. 

S.O. 1305. — In exercise of the powers 1 conferred by 
the proviso to Article 309 of the Constitution and of 
all other powers enabling him in that behall, the 
President hereby makes the following rules further 
to amend the Central Cost Accounts Pool (Recruit- 
ment and Conditions of Service) Rules, 1961, name- 
ly:— 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Central Cost 

Accounts Pool . (Recruitment and Conditions of Ser- 
vice) Amendment Rules, 1972. - 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In Schedule III to the Central Cost Accounts Pool 
(Recruitment and Conditions of Service) Rules, 1961, 
in sub-paragraph ( 4 ) of pyrgaraph 1 relating to the 
post of “Cost Accountant”, — 

(a) entry (ii) in the second column against 
"Essential qualifications shall be omitted; 

(b) the entry in the second column against "De- 
sirable” qualification shall be numbered as 
item (i) and after item (i) as so numbered, 
the following items shall be inserted, name- 
ly:— 

"(ii) Some experience in Cost Accounting 

work". 

[No. A. 12Q18/1/71-E.L (A) ] 
R. L. SUD, Under Secy. 

ft* H7T TO 

7f fcroV, 18 TOTTf, 1972 

hflolfto 1305. — HfTRFT % 309 

% 773=5=6 3D1 ST5W WlPklTf 77 7k 777 =Ft 37 fdf+Kfl 
gTOj TOFT TTFft TOT BlfVaTO 47 HuH §7. 
^rni7-#77 ^7 ( Ttff 3fk 7 tT W ) PiTH, 1961 
Jr 7k to 7 % furq; uttsrt fTrofafofi Phth 
«Rl7 t, ’77^: — 

1. (7) ^7 pFUfi 77 7T7 ^sfW RTTO-Wr 

(TRff 7k Tffl «6t 77f) HTtlTO f=7T7, 
1972 $7T I 

(ij) It T TOTO7 7 77777 TT^ Tit 5P^7 

5*7 1 


[Ho rro/2018/l/71-fo |(tr)] 


tfRo f[H° 77T Hf77 I 


(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi , the 20 th March. 1972 

S.O. 1306.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to article 3UU or the Constitution and clause 
Uij or article 14B of the Constitution and of all other 
Powers enabling him in Uus behalf, the President 
nerepy makes the following rules further to amend 
the General Provident Fund (Central Services) Rules, 
i960, namely: — 

(1) These rules may be called General Provident 
Fund (Centrai Services) Amendment Rules, 
1972. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of 
their publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In rule 4 of the General Provident Fund (Cen- 
tral Services) Rules, 1960: — 

(i) for the opening paragraph, thfe following 
paragraph shall be substituted namely: — 

"All temporary Government servants after a 
continuous service of one year, all re-em- 
ployed pensioners (other than those eligi- 
ble for admission to the Contributory Pro- 
vident Fund) and all permanent Govern- 
ment servants shall subscribe to the Fund”. 

(ii) after Note (2), the following NoTe shall be 
inserted, namely; — 

“Note (3) Temporary Government servants 
(including Apprentices and Probationers) 
who have been appointed against regular 
vacancies and are likely to continue for 
more than a year may subscribe to the 
General Providentt Fund any time before 
completion of one year’s service”. 

[No. 2(01)-EV(B)/71.] 
S. S, FL, MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

New Delhi , the 25th March 1972 

SO. 1307.' — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 8 of the Indian Coinage Act, 1906 (3 of 1900), 
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the Central Government hereby makes the following 
further amendments in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department 
of Economic Affairs) No. S.O. 4039, dated the 28th 
December, 1966, as amended by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Economic Affairs) No, S.O. 862, dated 
the 10th March, 1967. namely: — 

2. In the said notification, for the portion commenc- 
ing with the words “Reverse: This face of the coin” 
and ending with the words” "rtpj rr HpT Tt~ 

Rff” 

in Hindi, the following shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

‘Reverse: This face of the coin shall bear the year 
of coinage and the value of the coin in inter- 
national numerals surrounded by 44 beads. 
In addition to the value, the words “Paise” 
“Tt” in Hindi and 'Paise” In English shall 

be inscribed on the left side and right side 
respectively of the international numeral 
'5' ”. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the 1st 
day of April, 1972. 

[No. F.l/17/70-Coln (i).] 

(Wlfafp Tfftf faffTR) 

fapTft, 25 RTH, 1972 

(pin W(o 13 07. — %RfYff ffTTlT ffTTffYff fffFhl- 
5Hl£ RfafffRR, 1906 (l906 TT cfYRTl) STD.T 6 
ST7T R5fT RftHfff RT RRTR w §R, rrcTTiRI RTTff fTTTTT T, 
faRRHiHR tto rto 

4039 fcffiv 28 fouRT, 1966 ir, rrr rcth;, 
farr hrirr (riYw irrf frffFi) *£Y RfsrfTRT R 0 

Rffo RT° 862 f RPR 10 RP^, 1 967 ITT RVffRR tfTT 
fThr rrt strr, rYt Rpr RvfYaH ttrY §, rrYt ■ — 

2. RfagRffr Jr, “RvaY ffTT : fRn% sr *r 

rYt’' iY v]/? ri% «fN; tg?*Y if ''>m Rr sfYRRt rpi 

itH q%”% RTR HRR1 ^fR VT°Tt % RTF! TT 

VTRT Tit RrYr "'dvcTl a P+h fRHR R ^R rYt f%TRT- 

RHTf *6T 3R sfk TRTTY rjYbr RHT R RR *6T Tgrq 

fallR RRT HlT 44 SIR ?Fr I % RffffTRR RnMtff q 

tFT ‘s' % HT? rYt ff*ff if " 9 %" RYt: 51^ rYt RRHf if 

“Paise” w Rfoff T^t i 


3. Rsf RftFJRHT T5|HY RRH, 1972 R HP]; ^RlY 1 

[Ro qtp 0 1 / 17 / 70 — TRTRff (i)] 

S.O. 1308. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Indian Coinage Act, 1906 (3 of 1906), 
the Central Government hereby makes the following 
amendment in the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department, of 
Economic Affairs) No, S.O, 2346, dated the 1st July, 
1964, namely: — 

In the said notification, for the portion commencing 
with the words “Reverse: This face of the coin” and 
ending with the words “international numeral”, the 
following shall be substituted: — 

"Reverse: This face of the coin shall bear the 
year of coinage and the value of the coin in 
international numeral. In addition to the 

value, the words “Paise” 1 TR” In Hindi 
and “Paise” in English shall be inscribed on 
the left side and right side respectively of 
the international numeral ‘3’ ”, 

2. This notification shall come into force on the 1st 
day of April, 1972. 

[No. F. 1/17/70-Coin (ii).] 
A. K. MUKHEKJEE Dy. Secy. 
iRTo RTo 13 08. — %RffH RTRTR RTTcffR %PfiT- 
RHTf RfufaffR, 1906 ( I 900 dff fftRTT) 3ft HITT 6 

3TH SPTTT VI fpTTf Fr Rfflff ffHff fh mriJiJTTr HTTff RTTTT 
farT RRTRH (rtThTT WT fHfflff) EfTf Rfa y i ff T Ro 
dT°R To 2346 fcfflRT fRlf, 1964 if falRfHfl5|ff 
RWIRR «FT?fr | R«lY?[ 

RR^*TR RftlTfRRI if “RrTf RT97 : fR# % *R Rk” 

*Y vp reY sfYr "rhkTu^r rV' % rtr rrer 

H!% RPT ^ TR1R TT (dHYdfa 1 VHT T5T RTPfif, Rprfff : — 

RRR 1 fRT% % ?R RYT fR4RR a(RT^ TR qpj 
rYt RRTTY^Yr RTlf if RR _i]RR RfipR ^fRl I JJrR % 
RfdfaM RRRY^ffR sMr “ 3 ” rYt f^Y if 

RYT TTf stflT RR4Y if “ “>»e " “rh Rpp^ ^ , 

2. RfR^RRT R^rfY R#H 1972 ?f RPJ ^fifY 1 
[RwnrRjo 1 / 17 / 70 -RRW (ii)! 
qo ^pT3ff, 1 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1972 

®* °* 1309.— Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department, as on the iBth February, 1972 , 


LIABILITIES 


ASSETS 


Capital Paid Up 

Reserve Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund. 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


5 . 00 . 00.000 Notes ..... 

Rupee Coin \ [ 

150 , 00 , 00,000 Small Coin , , 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(a) Interna! 

190 , 00 , 00,000 (b) Externa] 

(c) Government Treasury Bills. 

39 . 00 . 00.000 Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments^* ’ 


14.50. 74.000 

4.17.000 

2.84.000 

30,74 06,000 

22,78 69,000 
188,99 72,000 

83.30.48.000 
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LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS Rs. 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund ...... 

Deposits : — 

(a) Government : 


S Central Government 
State Governments 

(b) Banks : 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks, , 

(it) Scheduled Stale Co-operative Banks 
(iii) Non-Schedulcd State Co-operative 
Banks . 

(iv) Other Bank:. , 


(c) Others 
Bills Payable 
Other Liabilities , 


Loans and Advances Lo — 
135,00,00,000 til Central Government 

(til Slate Governmcntsicti 

Loans anil Advances to — 

0) Scheduled Commercial BanksJ 
(tij State Co-< porative Banks! 
(iiij Others .... 


462,44,96,0100 

GK, 52, 34, 000 

298,90,10,000 

6,30,00,000 


220,96,34,000 

11,31,55.000 


219,88,84.000 

10,19,58,000 

84,79,000 

42,31,000 


86,80,57,000 


58,03,75,000 


372,73,27,0000 


Loans, Advances and Investments from Nutional 
Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 
fund. 


(a) Loans and Advances 10 — 


(i) Slate Governments , , , 42,80,00,000 

(it) State Co-opcriive Banks . , 20,68,57,000 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks. , 

(b; Investment in Central Band Mortgage Bank 
Debentures ...... 10,55,94,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Si nbilisation) Fund. 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 21,25,56,000 
Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 


(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank. 76,17,71,000 

(b) Investment in bonds, debentrues issued by 
the Development Bank. .... 

Other Assets 42,15,12,000 


Rupees. . . . 1500,21,00,000 


Rupees 


1500,21,00,000 


•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

•♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@ Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, bat including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

■[Includes Rs. 72,88,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

[Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 23rd day of February 1972. (Sd ,) S. Jagannathan, 

Governor. 

An Account pursuance to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, ^°r the week ended the 18th day of February 1972. 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. ASSET’S 


Rs. 


Rs. 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department. 

Notes in circulation 

Total Notes issued , 


, 14,50,74,000 

. 4622,77,99,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion 

(a) Held in India . 

(b) Held outside India, 


4637,28,73,0000 


Foreign Securities. 


Total 


182,53,11,000 

243,65,38,000 


426,18,49,000 


Rupee Coin .... 38,27,72,0000 

Government of India Rupee Securities 4172,82,52,000 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commerciaipaper. 


Total Liabities 


4637,28,73,000 Total Assets. 


4637,28,73,000 


Dated thC23rd day ot February 1972. 


(Sd.) S. Jagannathan, 
Governor. 
[No. F3(3)-8C/7a.] 
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^fam fir ilF 

^ fa-ft, 23 TTftt, 1972 

— 18'TTTrtt 197 2^fV^fTTTO?f^%ff^f^nTK%TPiwr T TTTf^rTT 

ifainj 

wr 

n 

TFT 

’M 1 Kxl H 1 

TTOT'T'jft 

m C\ 

5,00,00,000 

fife 

14,50,74,000 

TTTfaTT ftfET 

. j 1 5 0, 0 0, 00, 0 00 


4,17,000 

TF^lT^TTCor 


’SIT flUTT 

2,84,000 

fear*) fafa 

. f 1 9 0, 0 0, 0 0, 0 0 0 

*a Cl 5 ’^TT^' fer : — 

<1^4 frfe^BT 


(t) *nft . 

30,74,06,000 

(fTrfrTTT) frfa 

. 39,00,00,000 

(w) fg^sfr . 

T^fe whftPlT ^ 

• 

( 0 ) TH'mO lari'll f=t <?i 

2 2,78,69,0 00 

(Mruft^fwit) fafsr 

135,00,00,000 

Pfaff if wr fn tttt* . 

188,99,72,000 

srm Tifw 
(t) Tmfr 

(i) Wf FT-TT 

« 

220,96,34,000 

frfar* * 

?ftr TflUT 

(i) %BjfhT TOR Tt . 

(83,30,48,000 

(ii) TFT tut it 
(ur) 

. 1 1,31,55,000 

(ii) tmu+iil Ttf 
tfk TlfiTT : — 

462,44,96,000 

(i) SFJ^faf TTpTFr 

219,88,84,000 

(i) TfTFj ^fr ^ . 

178,52,34,000 

(ii) snr^iTTT 


(ii) TFT TT^pft frf Tt@ 

298,90,10,000 


. 10,19,58,000 

(iii) ^Trff'Pl 

6,30,00,000 

(iii) fa T*r 


T^tr (trf 'Piaffe fwrf) f^rffer Jr 

tlg'M ^ • 

84,79,000 

wftnr sfa fJfar 


(iV) 5PT fa> 

. 42,31,000 

(^) ’ct tfk srfinr : — 

( 1 ) TFT TRnrf Tt 

(ii) TFT TT^TFOt faff qff 

( iii ) faafa ^jf*r arftrr faff Tt 

42,80,00,000 

20,68,57,000 

(ii) 5FT 

. 86,80,57,000 

(t) ^sThr ^pf % 

fef^rfr Jr fr#rr 

T^tT ff«T 5UT (fTTT>T7njr) f^ftr ^ 
, UT STk TfiHT 

10,55,94,000 

fal 

. 58,03,75,000 

tft TcTTTfV l^f ^or *ftr ^rfinr. 21 , 25 , 56,000 
T^q- !ftWlp!+ 5RT 

%TTTq; 

372,73,27,000 

frimT)pTftT ?r srfiriT tVt 

(t) i%m ^ sfh: 

(w) faWT 5TT 3TP& f4T 

Tri/fetTrf Jr fJrqr 

76,17,71,000 



w mferr 

42,15,12,000 


TI^ 1500,21,00,000 

TT^ 

1500,21,00,000 

*FT^t, STTTJTT TRT wk HHWT srfajfrPTI FTTfrUT f 1 




**t<^t ffa ^r fw;) frfa *ftr t^t iterffipp w fm) ftfir if ?r ft* r- ^ 

^TfTT ? I ’ ™ 


f^TT fife T^r (fr^T#T fwtr) fefe * STTT ^ wk TflUT ^ f , <TT§ TFT TRTTCf % smrft flW 
Tfirf^iT f i * 


f*F 5ITT tfwr Wfafrur ^ TFT 17 ( 4 ) (*T) % Wife 5T^*jfT5 4 | p)|F T fsjff sft 

72,88,00,000/- TfTTftur | I 

@t^t $fe ^i (^Tuf^T fear*) frftr wV: T^ftr ffe (forCtm) ftfe Jr ttt 

cflft^ : 23TT*TTV, 1972 


*fan# faff tt *rfar ife 

w tfh; *rfar urrfjm ^ g t 
(7 0 ) wm, Tm 1 
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frinf iv win ?f»m 



1934%W‘JW<.'J|'ir'TrGid 1972^ 1 8 flTfN' HHFcT WT? % far?; JPJT 



55 T fadtH 



csi| 

wr snf^prt 

ISTJt 

tfcn frxmr Sr 


*FT ftEWT 






gt* nte 

14,50,74,000 

(v) HTTrT Jr 

TT 3 TT g'SCTT 
(jj) WRe! % 
9 TgT WI gHT • 

182,53,11,000 

fth if nte 

4622,77,99,000 

fawr srfRjfenrt 

243,65,38,000 



aftf 

426,18,49,000 

(111 0 1+^1 


Ijh J 5>T fJPRTT 

38,27,72,000 

$pr nte] 


4637,28.73,000 HKHHRPKqit 



WTT sr%- 




njftPTT 

Suflr faPuro 

4172,8252,000 



tor tftr 

qi^M-TUT . 


^etth . 

4637,28,73,000 

JFd NTR/W 

4637 , 28 , 73,000 

mff 7 ! : 23 1972 


( ^ 0 ) it^t 0 




t ptr : 
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Now Delhi the 3rd March 1972 


s.o. 

13x0. — 'Statement of the affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 25th Ferhvory, 1972 

LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS Rs. 


Capital Paid Up . . 

5,00,00,000 Notes 

it 02,96,000 


Rupee Coin 

6/0,000, 

Reserve Fund 

National AgriculturalJCredit (Long Term 

150,00,00,000 Small Coin 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : 

2,77,000 

Operations) Fund 

190,00,00,000 (a) Internal 

34 , 75 , |5,ooo 


( d ) External 



(c) Government Treasury Bills 

26,46,, 16. 000 
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labilities 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs, 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

39,00,00,000 Balances Held Abroad* . . , 

188,84,02,000 

' -1 

89,94,79,00<? 



Investments** .... 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

135,00,00,000 

Loans and Advances to 3 — 

(i) Central Government . . . 

• * 



(if) State Governments® 

486,28,59,000 

Deposits 3 


Loans and Advances to : — 


(a) Government : 


(0 Scheduled Commercial Banksf 

161,24,39,000 

( i ) Central Government , 

312,17^5,000 

(ft) State Co-operative Banks-ft . 

299.38,44,000 

(ft) State Governments 

6,63,02,000 

(ift) Other* 

3, 88,57,00a 

(b) Banks : 


Loans, Advance* and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund , . , 




(a) Loans and Advance* to • 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

442,33.05,000 

(0 State Governments , „ 

43,00.23,000 

(if) Scheduled State Co-operative 

Banks , . . 

9,i r, 32,00a] 

(ft) State Co-operative Banka , 

(/ft) Central Land Mortgage Banks . 

20,63,58,000 

l(iit) Non-Scheduled State Coopera- 
tive Banka , , , 

81,70,000 

(b) Investment In Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures . , , 

10,55,94,000 

Sju'o) Other Banks , , -, 

160,41,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund , 


(r) Others . , , 

*7,41,06,000 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operadve 
Bank* .... 

21,21,65,000 

Bills Payable 

38,89,00,000 

Loans , Advance* and Investment* from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund , . , 




(a) Loans and Advance* to the Develop- 
ment Bank .... 

76,27,69,000 



(6) Investment In bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 

t w 

Other Liabilities . , 

3*2,12,68,000 

Other Asset* , , , 

43.67,42,000 

Rupees 

1519,29,37,000 

Rupees 

1519,29-57,000 


♦Include* Cash. Fixed Deposit* and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (.Long Term Operations) Funa and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

flncludes Rs. 58,48,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4X0) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ItHxel'i ling Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricul- 
tuial Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


Dated the iat dayjjof March jU72 


fSd' S. Jagavnathan, 

Governor. 
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An account pursuant of the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 23th day of February, 1972 

I$sra Department 


LIABILITIES Rj. Ri. ASSETS Rs. R», 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department , 

11,02,95(000 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 



Notes in circulation 

4605,65,20,000 

(0) Held in India . 

(b) Held outside India , 

182,53,11,000 


Total Notes Issued , 


4616,68,16,000 Foreign Securities 

243 .« 5 . 38 ,oqo 




Total 


426.18^9,0000 



Rupee Coin , 


37,66,10,000 



Government of India 

Rupee Securities , 


4152.83,57.000 



Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial paper 


• • 

Total— Liabilities . 


4616,68,16,000,^ " Total Assets 


4616,68,16,000 


(Sd.) S. Jaqannathan, 
Governor. 

Dated the 1st day of March 1973. [No. F. 3 (3)-BC/iaJ 


•T^ ftPRift, 3 1972 

irto WTo 1411 25 1972 WTO ?fw % tpufoUTT tofTT 


IHeTTtf 

rSW 3TlRddt 



5,00,00,000 

TtT 

1102,96,000 

urrfsra fafa 

150,00,00,000 


6,60,000 



UfeT fFWT 

. 2,77,000 

(^TTTTiTf’fTT^) fdftr . 

190,00,00,000 

sfk *FT tor : — 


T£tiT 


(^) . 

34,75,45,000 

(toftarr) ftffr 

39,00,00,000 

(ar) Rtoft 

. « 

TT’SJ’DT ' 5 C T r 


(*t ) nt.'hiCt 41 itt tor . 

626,46,46,000 

(frTTTitT friTF?) fHfa 

135,00,00,000 

fatoff ^ TUT i|*rT WH* 

. .188,84,02,000 

snTRiftnrt 


fa^ET** 

89,94,76,000 

(tp) BTTPTft 


^twukutor 


(i) ^tnrr^n: 

212,17,25,000 

(i) BTJPTT «f?r 


(ii) TFJT 

. 6,63,02,000 

(ii) TT^T O'UPTfi 

486,28,09,000 

(u) tu 


3FT Sitoi 


(i) TTftRT tfv 

242,53,05,000 

(i) srr^tor ttRtjt 

161,24,39,000 

(ii) SFJIjfTT TFRT B^TTfr 

9,11,32,000 

(ii) TTTII TTjFfrrft urrtt 

. 299,38,44,000 



(iii) T*t 

5,88,57,000 


Sbc. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 3, 1972/JYAlSTHA 13, 1894 


2023 


f taor? far srrfanrt far 

(ill) fa fa 81 , 78,000 (flfalSlfa ) fatf % 

!?nir, srfinr sfc fafa 

(iv) flwr far . . 60,41,000 (v) sfa wfar : — 

(i) TTW ETVTCf Vt . . 43 , 90 , 25,000 

(ii) TF*T TT$VT<T faff Sfff . . 20,63,68,000 

(iii) fofa faff vt 

(>r) <ppr , . 87,41,06,000 (^) fasfa ^farw faff % if fafar , 10,55,94,000 

s fa (ffactaT»T) fafa ?r spMfta afar 

fa far , 58,89,00,000 ^F*T E?Vtaf faff Vf S?fa srffa . 21,21,65,000 

falTE? . . . 382,12,68,000 TP^TwWTPpF^ (fafarfafa falfa) fcftl % 

■^t, srfar sfa fafar 

(v) favra fa vt sfh: 'crftnr . 70,27,69,000 

(w) ffamfa arm fa farf/ffaMr 

if fata 

«rrcr srrftaat .... 43 , 07 , 42,000 

«fa . . . 1519,29,57,000 Sfa 1519,29,57,000 

’tavtfr, srrrffa var sfk srswtafa afipjffat wrfirT f i 

**us?fa $fa w (ttfarsfMTqsTP?) frfer -stVt srfTtffa (sffatafa foon?) fafairTt ffa fa frfa 

snfaTJT# ? i 

% qfaff tr *rfa (fafarfar fvw? ) ffar *r ttu qr>r *rta srffa fafar T$r $, tjt htfrI * sRsrnft srfaTjru 

wrffar § i 

fftfa tv snv |ffar*rfaffaiT fa arm 17 (4) (a) q? srafa *Eig;ffa arftm faff fa jffarfa faff qr 

srfto far fa 5848 , 00, 000 wtf srrfai % 1 

tffa ’cv (fafaifa-Tfaqfa) fafar far ffa -m (fwffom) fafa % sw wn tflr <qftw fafar qfa $ 1 
rn^sr : 6 i *rr«f 1972 (5°) faT° orr^m, nqfa 1 


ffat fa sm> sffar sifsrffrtR, 1934 q? states a qrrefa 1972 fa 25 errtta fa imrer g<? v fa? faT 


553; fasTFT 

farr^ 

OTif sq^ 1 

snffart 

vqt sqsf 

tfar farnr Jf gi? 
irte 

itainr t *ftff 

11,02,96,000 

46,05,65,20,000 

ifft vr fnwr sfl i .' , - r ~ 

(v) TRTT ^f TVT gSTT 
(V) STTOT % JSTT 

fatal afajfart 

182.53.11.000 

243.65.38.000 

vrff fa? t? nfa 

4616,68,16,000 

vt? 

VT faVT 

6TOT TRVTT q>t STffa^fasrt 

ftfani far tfft jut 
qrfaRqur 

42 6,18,4 9,000 
37,66,10,000 
4152,83,57,000 

* 1 


4616,68,16,000 

vHsrrffarf 46i 6, 68, 16,000 


($°) t?TT° SUTREiHr, 
qfanc 1 

|[lfo vro 3 ( 3 )<f j iff* 72 ] 


flT<ta 1 1 fat 1972 
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New Delhi the 9th March, 1972 

S. O. 1311. — Statement of the Adairs of the Resorve Banks of India as on the 3rd March 1972 

Banking Department 



LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS 

Rs. 


Capital Paid Up 

5*00,00,000 

Notes ..... 

8,53,16,000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,060 

Rupee Coin 

Small Coin ...... 

&3, 57.000 

£2,97,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

190,00,00,000 

Bills Purchased and Discontinued : — 

(0) Internal 

35)65.7ricci 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fundf 

39,00,00,000 

(b) External 

* ■ 


(fi) Government Treasury Bills 

I4» 69,47,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

135,00,00,000 

Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments** 

187,78,50,000 

* 1,20,76,000 

Deposits : — 


Loans and Advances to t— 




(0 Central Government® . 


(a) Government : 


(M) State Governments 

449,65,05,000 

(t) Central Government 

120,44,00,000 

Loans and Advances to 


(»'i) State Governments 

33,33)10,000 

(0 Scheduled Commercial Banks} 

147.44)144300 

(S) Banks : 


(6) State Co-operative Banks} 

(.00 Others 

301,13,31,000 

4,66,22,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Bonks 

(it) Scheduled State Co-operative 

Banks 

(m) Non-Scheduled State Co-opera- 
tive Banks 

225,84,09,000 

10,44,16,000 

82,48,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments Item 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(a) Loam and Advances to 

(t) State Governments 

42,95,99,000 

(it>) Other Banks 

42,84,000 

(a) State-Co-operative Banks 

20,60,63, Of 0 



(tit) Central Land Mortgage Banks . 

• * 

(c) Others 

Bills Payable 

91,5^3,000 

6M9, 32,000 

(6) Investment In CentialLardMortgagc 

Bank Debentures .... 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stablization) Fund 

10,55,94,000 



Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 
Loans Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund .... 

30,89,79,000 



(а) Loans and Advances to the 

Development Bank 

(б) Investment in bonds/debenturcs 
issued by the Development Bank 

76,27,69,000 

Other, Liabilities 

382,62,78,000 

Other Assets .... 

43 , 99 , 20,000 

Rupees 

1446,14,10,000 

Rupees 

1446*14,10,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural, Credit (LongTerm Operations)Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund, 

(gjBxcludilg Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural CreditCLong Term Operations)Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

■(■Includes Rs. 45)48, 00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section i7(4)(c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

■(•Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 8th day of March 1972, 


(Sd.) S. Jaoannathan, 

Governor, 
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't' An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACTj 1934, for the week ended the 3rd day of March 1972 

Issue Pepabtment 


LIABILITIES {V Rs. Rs. ASSETS Rs. Rs. 

r I. 


Notes held in the Banking ^Gold Coin and Bullion ; — 

Department . 8,53,16,000 .. , 

Note* in circulation . 4661,21,77,000 (a) Held in India 

■ — EC&J Held outside India 182,53,11,000 

lForeign|Securities . 243,65,38,000 

Total Notes issued . 4669,74,93,000 Total . 426,18,4^000 

Rupee Coin . . J . ['35, 72,87,000 

i 1 

^Government of India 

jRupee Securities^ j. 42,07,83,17,000 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper ... 


Total Liabilities 


4669,74,93,000 Total Assets 


4669,74,97,000 


Dated the 8th day of March i97 a 

fff ft*#, 9 JTT*, 1972 


(Sd.) S- JaqannathAn, Governor. 
[No. F. 3(3) BC/72]. 


<J*T° *fl* 1411- — 3RT^, 1 97 2 HER *PT ftwr 




Wrt[ 


tfTfelTt 



5 , 00 , 00,000 


8 , 53 , 16,00 0 

WrfifRT Pifij 

150 , 00 , 00,000 

VFJ ^iT PlTTM , , . 

3 , 57,000 

sfa ] . 


0TET (%WT . . , 

2 , 97,000 

ftfa 

190 , 00 , 00,000 

‘tfTFj *IT fsTfT 


TFE^tr rfa 


(*) 4 • 

35 , 65 , 71,000 

(fwdt^i) fafa 

39 , 00 , 00,000 

(v)J^frlftJ 

. , 

^ *>■ fV ■■ 

wwfff 5 C n r 


(>i) 6<H.i^«raFTTftrvr 

14 , 69 , 47,000 

fwt[) frfvr 

135 , 00 , 00,000 

fttsri R Fsr prr jppfit* . 

1 187 , 78 , 50, 000 

cRTOftnrt : — 


Pm** 

[ 81 , 20 , 76,000 

(*r) 


U»r sfK ufir*r : — 


(i) jtwr 

120 , 44 , 00,000 

(i) ^ . 

* * 

(ii) TERTEW^ 

33 , 53 , 10,000 

(ii) TFnj 6 < 4 >r 0 r»Ft@ 

449 , 65 , 05,000 

(w) ^ 


srk 5 fftrR : — 


(i) tv 7 

225 , 84 , 09,000 

(i) Jfiforui trf Ttf . 

j. 147 , 44 , 14,000 

(ii) Xm 


(ii) w ffivrO ^ vlft . 

301 , 15 , 31,000 

i'v 

10 , 44 , 16,000 

(iii) 

4 , 66 , 22,000 

(iU) 


Pwn() 



82 , 48,000 

fafe fr ^r, srftrR 5 fk 


(iv) 4 ^^ 

42 , 84,000 

(t) 



' ^ J i 

(i) TFRT ET'FliJ . . 42,95,99,000 

(j) TTM ^ . 20,60,63,000 

(iii) fofvt . 
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(»t) 


ftirMr. . 


SE5T ftWdt 


91.51.33.000 (g) % fe ff-4 u 

ft Mmj . . . 110,55,94,000 

Mftr ^ (f%«T'CH. <'J| ) fftftr 

61.49.32.000 

im ngMt sftr itrftru 20,39,79,000 

[382,62,78,000 fW*) MW ft wfM, 

tfftr fftt*r j 

(®f) Mto t3> ift j^ sfk 

wM . . . y 76,27,69,000 

(«ff) frot sra arrtf Mr 

mu ft Mm 

wrfMt . . 43,99,20,000 


[{76,27,69,000 


Ml 1446,14,10,000 


M, 1446,14,10,000 


*?Mt, stMepf ftk ^rmufk nMjMrr mto | t 

M ifinr fwtr ) OtRt ifK TP^T sfMM (i[Wl Mrcr ) fftfa if ^ foft jpt fi^I 

MM ^ 1 1 

@TP^r ?fW M3 (<frMfrn Mtw) MW ft ststt M3 *fk #r MM f, tfr rcyrC f % wwmft 
Mrrfrre: MM | 1 

tfM irra #nrr srfkfwr 3ft ttct 17(4) (3)% M-r sr^fM MMi 3 ftft 3 ft ftMtfr Mr tt qfinr Mr «rft 
45,48,00,000/- E3% MM f I 

mt (<M3Mta fw£) MW tftK Mr mt (ft«rCt^OT) MW ft sreft mt ftk Mm MM 

ft£f $ 1 

MM : sMt 1972 $0 (pro qpmr*i>T» 

wk 1 

fX'4'4 ft3< 4TR) 

fM M wto M rfMft, 1934 % snjftftJT ft M 19723ft 3 MM 3 ft §h M ft<rr 



tM Mitt ft 


tw gn M 


8,53,16,000 


M?rftftM. 4861,21,77,000 


tflft 3>T fft¥3>l 
M ffMft : — 

(31) mftft 

33JTJW . i 182, 53, 1 1,000 

(ur) ftror % 

ftT^T W gftT. 

MMft ,243,65,38,000] 


426,18,49,000 
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’hr^r ft3f »p>i 

, 9 

jsr ffri 1 

4669,74,93,000 

^ ’FT ftwFT 
'ETTST HTFR ^ 

imi sifir- 
'fjftrqt 

Wr Wm favr 

35,72,87,000 

4207,83,57,000 


4669,74,93,000 

pmftw . 

4609,74,93,000 

mfNr : 8 Rrt, 1972 ( 3 °) suFTm, ^EfE 1 

[tf° 'Eo 3(3) — ^fto ifto/ 72 ] 

New Delhi, the 18 th March, 1972 

S.O. 131a. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, a? on the 10 thMarch 1972 

Banking Department 

LIABILITIES 

Rs. 


ASSETS Rg. 


Capital Paid Up 

O 

8 

O 

O 

8 

urt 

Notes’] 

18,19,19,000 



Rupee Coin ? ..... 

6,39,000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 



National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund| 

190,00,00,000 

Small Coin 

3,09,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilization) 
Fund 

39,00,00,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted: — 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term j 
Operations) Fund 

135,00,00,000 

(а) Internal . ... 

(б) External . 

35,93,42,000 



(c) Government Treasury Bills , 

r8, 68, 57,000 

Deposits : — 


Balances Held Abroad* 

18x99,63,000 

(a) Government 


Investments** 

69,44,99,000 

(0 Central Government 

(U) State^Govemments 

188,12,69,000 

10,17,29,000 

Loans and Advances to : — 


(t) Banka 


(*) Central Government , 

. , 

(0 Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

(it) Scheduled State Co-operative . 
Banks 

(tif) Non-Scheduled State Co-opera- 
tive Banka 
(m) Other^Banks 

274,97,92,000 

9,94,63,000 

(81,98,000 

1 38/0,000 

(it) State Governments® 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks — . 

(it) State Co-operative Bansk— 

451.27.75.000 

187.48.79.000 

296.24.87.000 



(tit) S Others 

5,37,72,000 

(e) OtbeiL .... 

95,22,31,000 

Loans. Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 
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LIABILITIES 


Rs. 


Rs. 


ASSETS 



Bil ’Livable 


O’her Liabilities 


Rupees 


(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

48,7Jj63)000 ({) State Governments 

(it) State Co-operative Banks 

(tit) Centra] Land Morgage Banks , 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance 
Corporation 

(<T Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures , , 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks . ... 

Loans. Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Develop - 
ment Bank ... 

(d) Investment in bond' / ’ebrntures Issued 
by the Development Bank 

380,25,38,000 Other Assets 


1487,66,53,000 Rupees 


42.89.55.000 

20.38.63.000 


3,00,00,000 


10,63,61 ,000 


20,67,11,000 


[76^7, < 9/300 


44,05,53,000 

1487,66,53,000 


•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

••Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural^Credlt (LongJTennTOperatlons) Fund, butllncluding temper*) y 
overdrafts to State Governments, • p- 

■(■Includes Rs. 67,t5,oo,ooo advanced to scheduled "commercial*banks”again8trusance bills 1 nder’ Section’ I7(4)(c) of the Rcrme 
Bank of India Act. > ' ' 

■[■■(■Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Abgricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund’ and 5 tlTe' National 
Agricultural Credit FStablisatlon) Fund. 

1 

Dated the 15th day of March 1972. S. JaoannatHAN, 

Governor^ 

An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for' the' week' ended the’ioth day of March 197a. 


Issue Department 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

18,19,19,000] 


GoId Coin’andThillion : — 


Notes in circulation 

4724,67,84,000 


r(a) "Held in India 

182,53,11,000 




(b) Held outside India . 





Foreign’ S ecurities 1 

238,65,38,000 

Total Nccs lamed 


4742.87.03,000 

Total 

421,18,49,000 




-RupeesTCoin , 

33,84,60,000 




Government of F India 
Rupee Securities 

42g7,83, 94,000 




Internal Bills of Exchange 
' and other commercial 
paper 


Totai. Liabilities 


4742,87,03,000 

Total Assets 

4742,87,03,000 

Dated the 15th day of March '197? 



[No. F. 3 ( 3 )-BC/ 72 ] 

S . Jagannatban 
Governor, 
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Sec. 3(ii)] 


-X. 

quo W|J 1312- — 10 4T4 1972 

4# fett, 18 4Tt 1972 

Vt fort t'T 4TE Tfwr % 4T4IF4T9 44 ft444 

tf%4 f44T4 


t44if 

49t wftr.4T 


^Tcrr Tsft 

5,00,00,000 4t4 . , 

18,19,19,000 

mrftTcT ftfa 

150,00,00,000 49t 44 fJriVT 

6,39,000 

4P*[t4 fifJr ’iFr . 

. ^Tsrfow :i, . 

3,09,000 

ftfsrj 

{ 1 9 0, 0 0, 0 0, 0 0 0 irftt tftr «pT4 44 fcr : — 


<1*^4 vft ]J 

s ' (“F) tuft' 

35,93,42,000 

(fFifhmrr) ftfk 

. 39,00,00,000 (it) fatuft . 

(4) 44“FT4t 5RETT ftw 

• • 

18,68,5 7,00 0 

(^ttwffr fwrtf ) fJrfsrJ 

. 135,00,00,000 f fatuff 4 W §5444441* 

186,99,63,000 

smufum: — 

f444** 

69,44,99,000 

(v) 4494ft 

4T4 *fT4 4f44 


(i) %4ft444TT4 

. 188,12,69,000 (i) VtVT 47441 44 . 

* * 

(ii) 41^4 nmt 

10,17,29,000 (il) 4144 44VI4f Vt@ 

)35 1,2 7, 7 5, 00 0 

(it) tv 

4F4 ?fl4 4fiT4 


(i) snj^ftRT 4Tfars4 tv 5 

. ^2 34,9 7,92,000 (j) 4 -jyfTT 4 lfJI 44 tVf Vr| , 

187,48,79,0000 

(il) 4^f*T4I44 

(ii) 4144 ITS’FTfl- tvt 94 jf 

[296,24,87,000 

4$4T4t t*F * 8 

^9, 94, 63, 000 (iii) ^HTtVt 

[5,37,72,000 

Oil) t4 ^gfrr 4^4 

TT’^tV W (tttTTUftiT f’MrKf ) 


I'E'TTTf tV; 

. 81,98,000 frftr Jt Eff , 4, ?ff44 iftr fttuf 


(iv) smtv) 

38,80,000 (V) 4£<4 «ff4 srf44 : — 



(i) 4144 IK-fTO Vt . 

[42,89,55,000 


(ii) 4144 UR/Flft tvr Vt i 

[20,38,63,000 


(iii) %4ft4 tTfwun tVt Vt . 

. . 


(iv) ftr 34f%!T f444 

3,00,00,000 

( 4 ) ®RT , 

. f 95,22,31,000 (g) %4fk4f^^ ; H4TtVt Vf7444t if frtur 10,63,61,000 

4F^t4ff4 4{t4 (fJ»Tft4l44r) ftfG % 

^F4 tft4 sd%4 


f 48, 75,6 3, 000 4144 4fTTft tVf Vt ’FV SlV 4ftT4 . 

4F^f4 sfWrfW 4JUT (tttTFftiJ 
fwttr) fJrffer Jr 

20,67,1 1,000 

W t44TT^ 

^38 0, 2 5,28, 000 4T4, 4f44 ?ft4 fttm 



(^r) fafTO ^ ^ srfw 

(^3") f^TTRT 5111 'jflO' Pt)^ ^1^ 

7 76, 27. 6 9, 000 


Trrf/fw^Tt Jf fVtuT 

. - 


m t m mffmt 

’ 44 , LT 2. ,000 

494 

1487,66,53,000 WT 

1 4 8 7, 6 6, 5 3, 0 C • 


5TT4ftr4> iftr ^rnrittiT m Ri »jfd m i urTfmr t i 


**4T , sft4 vfa w (ttwuffa- fw’) ftftr sft4 iftatfiFF ^ (tJtiFTuffiT fwri) f^rfsT Jr Jr fVt nt f'^^r 
unfm 3 # f i 

@4i^t4 ftt fwrf) ftfsr % srgrr wn sfk srfir* xiiThm 4$f f, wn te? 4 44T4Tf %• srmtt 

v't^mz urrfm fi i 

tftvt tV tfim 4ftrf494 Vt stft'i 7( 4) ( 4 ) t ?mt4 TTfrrsr tv'f “Ft 4tmf) fasrf 94 trfinr ftt 

4t 67 , 15 , 00 , 000 /- mr urrfmr $ i 

f ‘frr^r fft ^(ft^rn^r fo4irt)ftfa srtr 4ufr4 ffa ^(fpTftVTrr) fJrfw Jr ttw ^ *fi4 ^rfinr unfim 4 iff 1 1 

mftw: 154Tt 1972 (^o) (7^0 upr&m, 4^44 | 
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19 72 *?[ 10 EFF<I gg RCrTTg % JfSIT 

favpr 






aJfaJT ftnoEi Jr 
ur nte 


; 1 8, 19„ 1 9,000 


STTfl'T ^ ifte 4724,67,84,000 


tt ftn»PT 
nV; ‘jTvlM'l : — 

(v) ww Jr 

TW gW . 182,53,11,000 

(sr) 'RTOI % 

^Tgr tw gw 

faftft SrffPjf^t 23 8,65,38,000 


wft flfft n?r 
frr Hte , l 


^4742,87,0 3,000 W*! W faWT 

WW^R'^KVlr 
WT srfdvjfToi 
Jrfr fafwnT fsra- 
*fk ^ 

^ Ipj|vri|-T^r 


421,18,49,000 


33,84,60,000 


4287,83,94,000 


5?r 


: is *rr$, 1972 


4742,87,03,000 fPT HlPHUil 


4742,87,03,000 


(g°) tr?To WT*m 
[rfo <ft 3(3 )-^fY° ffto/727] 


Nero Delhi, the 6th April, 1972 

S.O.1314. — Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, as on the 31st March 1972 

Banking Department 


LIABILITIES 


ASSETS 


Capital Paid Up 5,00,00,000 Notes 18.12,65,000 

Rupee Coin ....... 10,42,000 

Reserve Fund 150,00,00,000 Small Coin 3,i7,OOo 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Ope- la) Internal 41,80,30,000 

rations) Fund ...... 190,00,00,000 (6) External ...... 

(c) Government Treasury Bills ■ • • 69,35,83,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Balances Held Abroad* ..... 182,16,63,000 

Fund 39,00,00,000 Investments** 76,68, 39,oOo 

Loans and Advances to:- — 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- (!) Central Government .... 

tiona) Fund ...... 135,00,00,000 (it) State Governments^ .... 573,85,70,000 

LoanB and Advances to: — 

Deposits: — (i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf . - 207,45,35,000 

(ti) State Co-operative Banks-Jf . . 278,22,61,000 

(a) Government (tit) Others ...... 6,90,32,000 

(t) Central Government • . ■ 214,85,52,000 

(it) State Governments . . . 4,95,79,000 
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LIABILITIES 


Rs . 


ASSETS 


Rs. 


—1 (— 1 — 1 — r-i — 1 — r 


Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund 


(£) Banks 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 
(it) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks , 
(Hi) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks ... 

(tV) Other Banks ..... 


U) Others 
Bills Payable 


Other Liabilities 


(a) Loans and Advance® to; — 


281,33,78,000 

12,93,05,000 

88.58.000 

54.04.000 


110.09.45.000 

140.48.75.000 


404,18,46,000 


(») State Government® .... 

(ii) State Co-operative Bank® 

(iit) Central Land Mortgage Banks 
(to) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 
(b) Invcstmentin CentralLand Mortgage Bank 
Debenture® ...... 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 
Loans ana Advances to State Co-operative Banka 
Loans, Advances and Investments from N ational 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 

(а) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank ....... 

(б) Investment in bonds /debentures issued by 
the Development Bank .... 

Other Assets 


51.34.28.000 

23.58.77.00 0 

3,00,00,000 

10.63.61.000 

21.45.12.000 

78.32.69.000 

46.21.58.000 


Rupees 1689,27,42,000 


Rupees 1689,27,42,000 


•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

••Exclaims Investments from the National Agricultural Crelit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

u)E<cl tiding Lena and Alv.ncja from the N ttional Agricultural Crelit (Lang Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdraft® to State Government®. 

t Include® Rs. 93,41,65,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bill® under Section 17(4)^) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ff Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 5th day of April, 1972. (Sd .) P. N. Damry, 

Dy. Governor. 

An Account pursuant to thcRejervc Bankof India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 3 1 st day of March, 1972 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 
Total Notes issued 


18,12,65,000 

4637,17,93,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion ; — 
(a) Held in India 

b) Held outside India 

4655,30,58,000 

Foreign Securities 


182,53,11,000 


238,65,38,000 


Total • • . 421,18,49,000 

Rupee Coin . . 36,26,90,000 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities .... 4197,85,19,000 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 


Total Liabilities ■ • 4655,30,58,000 Total Assets - . 4655,30,38,000 


lamed the 5th day of April, 1972. (Sd .) P. N. Damry, 

Dy. Governor. 

[No. F.3(3)-BC/72] 
K. YESURATNAM, Under Seoy. 
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^ i^fr, 

6 1972 


t(*ro^o 1313 -3i*rr^, 

1972 yt fry*? ^ysny t^ot^ +i44him yifayTy 



4fyn famy 


^OTTlf 


snfefTt 

wr 

'^TcTT'^fr 

5,00,00,000 


18,12,65,000 

OTTfiffTfaftr 

150,00,00,000 

tit yr ftnyr 

10,42,000 

ttoW yfa ^ 


©tHrftrwr 

3,17,000 

(;ft 4 yr-itd foOTT() f'Tfk 

190,00,00,000 

*yft3 *rtr ^ fry • — 


tpk£ot ffar ^ 


(y) 

41,80,30,000 

fW^twr ftfa 

39,00,00,000 

(*) frfaft 


Tiy|fa^4tftTy 


(y) Tp-tfOt irttT fry 

69,35,83,000 

(ir4yi^PFT fipnt) fafti 

135,00,00,000 

fr^Tlt 4 TOT JOT yyTOT* 

182,16,63,000 

'dHITlfclOT : — 


fTOTT ** 

76,68,39,000 

(y) tfryrCt 


^TT yftT srfOTT : — 


(i) ^jfnrsrryp; 

214,85,52,000 

(i) 


(ii) tTjT 0 <"fpl 

4,95,79,000 

(ii) tfrt yryrct yt (w, 

573,85,70,000 

(v) #y 


yry 5ftT yfOTT : — 


( i ) 3i^^f4cr *1 1 4y 

281,33,78,000 

(i) otPtot 4yt ytj 

207,45,35,000 

(ii) OT^^OTTTTyT 


(ii ) ,^ttot yjytft tyf yrft 

278,22,61,000 

o^HiiCf ty 

12,93,05,000 

(i'.i) 

[6,90,32,000 

(ill) 4r w$[fOTr tf*t 


yfT w (^Myrifty fayry) 


uj+r-O $y 

88,58,000 

fyftr t yry, yfry *flr fayy 


(iv) OT»r4y 

54,04,000 

(y) yrysftrsrfyy : — 



(i) OTOT <1 <3*r<i yt 

51,34,28,000 



(ii) TF?y ¥ jyrft 4yr yt 

(iii) %r£ty vjTat « ray 4yt yt 

23,58,77,000 



[(iv) yfa ^frry fyOTr yt 

3,00,00,000 

(^l) OTT 

[110,09,45,000 


10,63,61,000 






tf^Et yf4 3J7T (fr«)/ly< u i) 




fyftl % TTT *flT ?riOTT 



140,48,75,000 

ttot Tijyrtt 4Vl yt *ftr ’h Tmh 

21,45,12,000 



tt^Et ift«tfTy w 1 ^ (ft^yirftyfyOTir) 


spy Tyrry 

404,18,46,000 

Orfsr % srfOTr 'hV 




(y) fVyra - #y yt sftr wRot 
(«■) f^yOT #y airr OTft fy^[ nr ytrt/ 

78,32,69,000 



r«?^0' 4 fhOTfr 

OTT WlffdOT 

46,21,58,000 

yyt[ 

1689,27,42,000 


1689,27,42,000 


*dyOT, SrHfftrF OTTT ! 


^i. u i (tH til'll "1 r^4i*) ) Pifw ’tl i ti^t *ftytfTy ('Tl4tiK’Tl-i PtiMi?) fTfsr 4 % fyr T nT fTt j t wrfiTW 

ti 

trr^tir yfa fwraf) frftr jjott sftr srfiry viiPw ^ qr?§ +k*mO’ % OTOTtft sftqrfr'R' 
vrrfarrt 1 

tfty^ty OTysfw^fm^OTrr 17 ( 4 ) (t) % wfty OTj^y OTfy»y yyf yt ftwf <tt far otj; 

98,41,66,000/- TW VIlfaH f I 

|fTi«^rfftr^wr (*N+i<jfH fwtf) ftfir «ik7T^N-®fT^r ( fa-Oy ^r) fcfa?r5TT?r surr 4tr srfay yiftrery^f 1 

mttw : 5 *riK 1972 (?<>) tfto qTo OTfCt, 3T OTi4t I 
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iff ?rni tfen ^rfwfrTTT, 1934 % sfjttct 3 r nr*f 1972 Tt 31 Trttar Tt tret §TTrrnir % frr^ ?wt 


Sttft 

Jjqrr 


w; 


^fTrfawrir 


7TH TT f%WT 



775 §T Rfe" 

18,12,65,000 

?flr tIWi : — 
(ff) tut *r 





’TJT gTT 

(g-) tftT 
5TT^;T3TfTT 

1 82,53,1 1,000 


ii Ttj 

463 /, 1 7,93,000 

fq^n srfT'tjfrTi 

238,65,38,000 


TEfr forr tit;; 


afl? 


421,18,49,000 

T'T Tie 


4655,30,58,000 WT TT fTi'ET 


36,26,90,000 



’RTTcI 3<+RTt 


4197,85,19,000 



WT SrfTrfMt 





fafTTR fTT 





?fR 

TTf°T^4-qT 






46 55,30,58,000 


4655,30,58,000 


TEfte SWfcr, 1972 


<fto TTRo TJRt, 
T<T JPEfT I 

[*1° To 3(3)-— Hfrotflo/ 72 ] 

To TqT5PT. WT JrfTT | 

(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 22nd April, 1972 


S.O. 1314 . — Statement of the Affairs nf the Reserve Bank of India as on the 14th April, 1972. 

Banking Department 


LIABILITIES 

R s . 

ASSETS 

Rs- 

Capital Paid Up • 

5,00,003000 

Notes ..... 

Rupee Coin • 

23,84,74,000 

3 , 37,000 

Reserve Fund ..... 

150,00,00,000 

Small Coin ..... 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

3,24,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

190,00,00,000 

( а ) Interna] . 

(б) External . 

( c ) Government Treasury Bills 

30.37.82.000 

15.18.01.000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Ftmd ..... 

39,00,00,000 

Balances Held Abroad* 

Investments** . ... . 

Loans and advances to : — 

181,71,80,000 

81,92,08,000 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

135,00,00,000 

(f) Central Government 

(»Y) State Governments@ 

707,45,69,000 
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LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 




Loan? and Advances to : — 


Deposits : — 


(!) Scheduled Commercial Banks f 

40,08,97,000 

(a) Government 


(if) State Co-operative Banksf! 

242,58,94,000 



(!!!) Others .... 

8,06,97,000 

(!) Central Government 

(iij State Governments 

193,86,29*000 

1,32103,000 

Loans, Advances and In\ cstmcrils f'om 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 




(a) Loans and Advances to : — 


(6) Banks : 


(!) State Governments 

51,83,44,000 

(!) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

260,47,51,000 

(*!) State Co-operative Banks 

23,21, 97,000 

(»!) Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks 

12,54,04,000 

(!!!) Central Land Mortgage Barks 


(!!!) Non-Schedule State Co- 
operative Banks 

90,41*000 

(ib) Agricultural Refinance 

Corporation 

3,00,00,000 

(in) Other Banks 

43,01,000 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures .... 

10,63,61,000 



Loans and Advances from National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 




Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks ..... 

20 , 79 , 06,000 

(c) Others 

106,86,75,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 


Bills Payable : > 

70 ,IT, 23,000 

(u) Loans and Advances to the Develop- 
ment Bank 

7 S, 38 , 69 , 00 O 



(b) Investment in bonds /debentures Issued 
by the Development Bank 


Other Liabilities ■ • * 

399,64,78,000 

Other Assets ..... 

46,48,65,000 

Rupees 

1565,16,05,000 

Rupees 

1565,16,05,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Shon-t e rm Securities. 


♦♦Excluding Investments from the NationalAgricultura] Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and tli e National Industrial Cr e di 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporal 
® overdrafts to State Governments. 

^Includes Rs- 10,18,33,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)^) of the Reserve Ban 1 
of India Act. 

ttEyo hid In gT .nans and Advances from the National Agricultural Oedii (LangTerm Operations) Fund and thcNational Agriculturi 
‘ Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

Dated the 19th day of April, 1972. 


(Sd.) S. Jagnna than, 
Governor , 
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An account pursuant to the RescrveBank of India Ac 1 , 1934, for the -week ended the 14th Jay of April, 1972 


Issue Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. Rs- ASSETS Rs. R s . 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department . 

Notes in circulation 

Total Notes issued 


416.18.49.000 

32.86.40.000 

4402,28,3a .000 


Total - 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India 
Rupee Securities . 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper . 


23,84,74,000 

4827,48,49,060 


Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(«) Held in India . 182,53,11,0000 

(/>) Held outside India 

48SIj33)23iCCO Foreign Securities . 233,65, 38,000 


Total Liabilities 


4851,33,23,000 Total Assets 


4851,33,23,000 


Dated the 19th day of April 1972 


Rt 22 SfW, 1972 


(Sd.) S. jAgANNATHAN, 
Governor . 

[No. F.3(3)-BC/'72]. 
PREM KUMAR, Under Secy. 


1314. — i4*fvr i972«FtfT3p^^?TPETf^3n tp tfarr % wtf *Fvrrr tt fwmr 

(ifatT favnn) 


^■Tdltr 

wr 


^ 9 % 


^TltTI 'jiff . 

5 , 00 , 00,000 

TFT . 

23,84,74,000 

rnFfei ftfg- 

150,00,00,000 

FT?! TT ft! 4+4 

2,37,000 




3,24,0000 

(tFFfftFt fwi) frftr 

190,00,00,000 

sfk '<fm fan ; — 




(Rl) tht 

30,37,82,000 

( fwfiYryu ) fafsr 

39,00,00,000 

(ts) f^fr . 




(*r) rtuftti far 

15, 18,01,000 

(^tTTTHFf f%tmr) fRfU 

135,00,00,000 

f^UTt R wr fTT . 

181,71,80,000 

'TRFOf?ITT : — 


fTW** 

81,92,08,000 

(rp) BTFrff 


y\x trftrtr : — 


(i) 

193,86,29,000 

(i) ^sW J F J TdT Tt 


(ii) left huptt 

1, 32,03,000 

(ii) l 

707,45,69,000 

(tf) 


Tray Fir terfrUH : — 


(i) Tifrmr tF 

260,47,51,000 

( i ) Rif'Utf trf Tdf 

40,08,97,000 

(ii) 


(ii) Trjq- sp>tf 

242,58,94,000 


12,54,04,000 

(iii) 

8,06,97,000 
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Tki 

srrfRETr 


(iii) tt tut 


TT^El ?rfq- ^ fwrr) 


EfTRjt ^fT ,) 

, 90,41,000 

fJrftr % tft, srfkr srk fckr 


(iv) *RT 5RT 

43,01,000 

(sp) ’(TT 5ftr sdkl : — 1 

(i) RW 3R°KRf TT . 

(ii) 

(iii) %RET kkRlRr sm k . 

(iv) yfr fkPTTrr 

*51,33,44,000 

23,21,97,000 

3,00,00,0000 

(t) srt 

. 5106,86,75,000 

(sr) kafar ^jfkpsnr % fekki 

Jrfi#?! 

TPsffa irfcr ?cq- (fekEfTRl) frfu % 
sik ?rRm 

10,63,61,000 

fkr 

70,11,23,000 

trt ^?f ett sfrr siftm 

Trcjfrr «frorEiT 
fwt() ftftr % 

20,79,06,000 

tur kr?rk 

399,64,78,000 

nk ■Efinr frkr 

(sti) fkiRT ^ *ft1 ypr wk *rRur 

(?ff) f^WTJT ^6 STTT 3rrfl 

Ewf/fskkr ii Pj^r 

78,38,69,000 



4RT snfem 

46,48,65,000 


WT 1565,16,05,000 


1565,16,05,000 


k'Uft, WcfftlT W %ftr 3T r 'EfiTTfEf TkflffETT WfifH | I 

**33^1 frfsr fkim) frftr sik tfterrfkp ^ M 

firkr mrfiET ^ f i 

jTEfEr ffa (’fEkrntfk fw^t) ftfa- ir sett ^un tfi r jrfkr snlw f, tre; qr - fr m %■ %mvft 

?fUn^ER HTft3?r | 1 

jfkur wm ifrtrr njfferfTTTr etet 17(4) (n) % srsfk ttPtjt spf fkrf qr 

»k 10, 18,33, 000 /m snikT | 1 

f f-nr^I ffa w (ftkEufk fwrf) Mil *rk TTRk #T ^TT (fi^RfarPT) if STTtT ^ ?ftT trfiUT irnfiTA qff f I 
; 1 9 3T^3T, 1972 (%o) TfTTT I 

fkpfr srrr; ?fkrr kalwr, 1 9.34 ^ sejtrt *r srkr 1972 ^ 14 tret k e-r-rt fir ^ fanr ksri 

537 EoTET 

^TEt 3 El 3q7J ?JTf%Tt Rk uk 

tf% 3 T fkTPT if Et% TT ffUFET 

TTT gir rfe . 2 3,84,7 4,00 0 Slk ^P-WT :- 

(T) HRT it 

73?n^!TT . 182,53,11,000 

(lj) ETUT % 

TT^T RJT g’SfT , . 

3j : ^5R it ?ftC 4827,48,40,000 kkft nfkjfkTT 233,65,38,000 

^rt? 


3TT& M' ’Hr 


416,18,49,000 
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-A t 

2 

3 

4 

JH fife 

4851,33,23,000 

FRt qq frmr 

RTTR RTTTR Rft 
twf yf-(<^fdo i 
^ft fMkrT fan 

32,86,40,000 

4402,28,34,000 

JR ^RRIR 

4851,33,23,000 

q 

JR mfelRT 

4851,33,23,000 

RlttRT : 19 RRH, 1972 



{%») qRo wm, 


to: 1 

[¥° <Ro 3 ( 3 ) —eft 0 *ft°/72] 


JRTT, tW Rfa* I 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi , the 1 6th March, 1972 

S.O. 1815.— In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section 
(1) of section 20 of the Agricultural Refinance Cor- 
poration Act, 1963 (10 of 1963), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby fixes 5 3/4 per cent (Five and three- 
fourths per cent) per annum as the rate of Ihferest 
payable on the bonds of Rs. 7:50 crores to be issued 
at par on the 27th March, 1972, with the right to re- 
tain subscription received upto 10 per eefft in* excess 
of the said amount, with a maturity period 'of fS years 
by the Agricultural Refinance Corporation^ - 

[No. F.7-10/72 ACII.] 
A. K. DUTT, Jt. Secy. 
fWTh) 

df fekt, 16 RT#, 1972 

1315. — 'fdfTd fdfiTT RfgfaRR 1963 
( 1963 5PT 10) qft tTRT 20, TWR.T ( l) % (q?) 

% SETHTH 5[ (GRTR, fifa qdfRR fdRR 5 PCI 27 

O VM ’ 

Ruf, 1 972 tfft 1 2 rr qfupRTRT turfy 

kfrtTh % 10 srfaw tfp srfspp rur RfaRTHf tpt trt 

tt srrft ^W7.50 
iRCT? YET % Rfnrf TT §R OTTR 5T tTtfTgnj sf 
RfdUTH (qk W wftTOi) fdHtfRT !PT?ft | t 

[Ro tnEo 7-10/72 ffT 2] 

strh jrtc r?t, yfaR i 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 1972 

S.O. 1316— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53. read with Section 56 of the Banking Regu- 


lation Act, 1949, the Central Government, on the 
recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, here- 
by declares that the provisions of Section 31 of the 
said Act and Rule 10 of the Banking Regulation (Co- 
operative Societies) Rules, 1966. shall not apply to the 
Southern Railway Employees’ Co-operative Credit 
Society Ltd., Tiruchirapalli. in so far as they relate to 
the publication of its balance sheet and profit and 
loss account for the year ended the 30th June 1971, 
together with the auditor’s report in a newspaper. 

[No. F. 15-4/72 ACII.] 

L. D. KATARIA, Dy. Secy. 

(<$fvn fiwin) 

diferof, 20 RUT, 1972 

1316. — RTRnft f%fdRRR TlfMdRR, 
1949 ^ HTTT 56 % RTR qfRH ETRT 53 % SECT 5TtTT 
WpREft TT RRtR >TOt %??tR RT47R, RTTRtR fwf 
f J q?t fimfai qr, t^sra r? RtfaR TOfr $ to 
trfsfdq-q Rft am 31 stk fkprft fqfRRRH (RfRRft 

RMfWt) fRRRPUft 1966 % fdRR 1 0 % R$f ?FP 

fj rrrr t7fpf«TTwft fcRR hr# kr* cfrtrt^r 
sptroq^fer Tfe yiRRkt t 30 sjr, 1971 «Pt 
^ & ?psi <ktmr qft fufti R%r, trarq? tfU 
HTR RRT fTfR % fkft HRTRTT RT if RETRR It 
TOT (TOT q*T Pfft Wt: I 

[RRRi qTo 15-4/7 2-f{o (fto (ij) ] 

mjo yVo 5pnfrm, hr Rf%R 1 

(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 
Income-Tax 

Neic Delhi, the 23 rd December 1971 

S.O. 1317. — It is hereby notified for general infor- 
mation that the institution mentioned below has beer 
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approved by the Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture, 
Department of Agriculture, the prescribed authority, 
for the purpose of clause (a) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35C of the Income-tax Act, 1081 (43 of 1961) 
as an Association for incurring expenditure on agri- 
culture of animal husbandary development. 

INSTITUTION 

NATIONAL DAIRY DEVELOPMENT BOARD, 
ANAND. 

Wo. 359/F. No. 203/21 /71-ITA.II] 

(tWW aftRT fernm ) 

R$ feesft, 23 feOTT, 1971 

1317 . — wtenmvn T 

fri qcreira RfagfRcr f%rr rett % fv rtt-tt nfsr- 

fffRR, 1961 ( 1 96 1 TT 43 ) spY grTT 35 6 RTRnT 

( 1 ) % H*? ( 7 ) T ipfm £ fi#, fafor srrfEPfTft, 

RffiT, #T If STINT jfq - fffRjR R, fffJTfiffacT ROT! T1 

RT WTRTR fRRTR <R 3RR RUIcT % 

rrr $ »?q- £r ^ fen ^ 1 

wrt 

V'pt yfr — fwET cfli, OTRW I 
[ffo 359(TH>Ro 203/2 1/7 l-srrf o ;ft\. tTo ;;)] 

JVeto Delhi, the 7th March , 1972 

S.O. 1318.— It is hereby notified for general infor- 
mation that the institution mentioned below has been 
approved by the Council of Scientific and Industrial 
Research, the prescribed authority, for the purposes of 
clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 35 of Income- 
tax Act. 1061. 

INSTITUTION 

INDIAN ACADEMY OF WOOD SCIENCE. 

BANGALORE. 

[No. 55/F. No. 203/24/71-ITA.II.l 
S. N. NAUTIAL, Dy. Secy. 

fff ftwfr, 7 RE#, 1972 

tJRo Wfo 1 3 1 8.-— R^RTCHTCR ^Tfi D T t 

fRR RT-rnr nf, wfa^frfr fw tttt £ fr street 
«rftrfRrr, 1961 , mrr 35 TTdKr ( 1 ) % m 
(ii) % RDrrr % ftp* fa%r srrfsrTRt, tjnfffr srk 
sfWrfRT 5 BJRRR fifyR # fffiRftrfaff RPRl TT 

SEJR>tff 5fT fRT t I 

tmtr 

SfTITRt RTffi RR RfE?R, RRrIr I 

[ifo 65 ( T D'oJro 203/24/7 l-?rrfo £,0 tr 0 2 )] 

TTc RRo TT H'fTT I 


[Pare II— 
==5- 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 31 at January 1972 

S.O. 1319. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sufb-clause (ill) of clause (44) of Section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1001 (43 of 1961) the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby authorises Shri N. G. Thitte who 
is a Gazetted Officer of the Central Government to 
exercise the powers of Tax Recovery Officer under 
the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect 
from 1st February, 1972. 

[No. 27/F. No. 404/62/7 1 -ITCC. ] 

(tpur sift r>tt ft rut) 

fff fec-fr, 31 TT'Ut, 1972 
PRo STi" 1319. — VETTT ^vf-TUT, 1961 

(1961TT43) Tltnrr 2%gw (44) (iii) 

sm TTfr srfaffiff tt ret fir, fnzrrr 
RRo 3fto fWTt, aft 97 TERTfRct Rftmft 

% TFT stfsrfffRR % WET TT vfaTPi Tt SlftcRf 
*FT RRtff Vi T ftfif, TTSSm Tlf J^T TTcft | I 

2- Rf 1 TUrfr, 1972 R TTrf fftffV I 

[Ro 27 (ffiR R° 404/ 62/7 1— Rif offcRToRD’ ) ] 

New Delhi, the 25th March 1972 

S.O. 1329.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 2(43B) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1061), the Central Government hereby authorises the 
Commissioner of Income-tax (Central), Calcutta to 
exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Commissioner 
under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with im- 
mediate effect. 

[No. 65/F. No. 404/62/72-ITCC.1 
K. R. RAGHAVAN, Dy. Secy. 

fff fterft, 25 ETff, 1972 

qRo w> 1320 — RTTTT trfkf'im, 1961 (l961 
sfd 43) JPV 6TKT 2 (43*f) 3TU STTfT RfaTRT Tf 5T7TR 
gar, %fBtT Rwrr, mfiTT rtttt (% rrfT) g vwfiT 
RfefRRR % WfR TT RF^T Tfi RfiTfi 
l TT spfffi TTt % fW7 Tf^5TT TTfff X » 

2. RfTgrffr fu=r TfR ftift i 

[Ro 65(ffiaRo404/62/72-Rriv€V^RI^Rt‘-)J 

%o RTTo w, RT RfRT 1 
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(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi , the 4th March 1972 

S.O, 1321.— In exercise of the cowers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Customs Act. 1962 
(62 of 1962), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the Collector of Customs (Preventive), Patna to be the 
Collector of Customs for the areas specified below: — 

(a) Districts of Pithoragarh, Almora, Nainilal, Pili- 
bhit, Kheri, Bahraich, Gonda, Basti, Gorakh- 
pur, Deoria, Lucknow, Barabanki, {’aizabad, 
Azamgarh, Kanpur and Varanasi in the Slate 
of Utlar Pradesh. 

(b) Districts of Champaran, Muzaifarpur, Dara- 
bhanga Saharsa, Pumea, Monghyr and Patna 
in the State of Bih#r, 

(c) District of Darjeeling in the State of West 
Bengal. 

[N# 35/F.No, 552/25/72-LCI.j 
K. SANK1RARAMAN, Under Secy. 

(TGRcT kfT ■fktT fftfiPT) 

ftkT 5J?* 

di fftcftt, 4 fiT#, 1972 

tfflo 1321. — T, t .. 

(1962 TT 52) fift dRI 4 4ft BTNTU ( 1 ) 5Kr 
Tlftcfftt Tt TTPi TRcT %tT, kiPT TVER, ftkriTpF TNRR 
(fdarrGi;) , Tt'h k fttft fafftfirez ftftf m ftttrnipF 
4-N4 TT T.?R3RT fftfiTI 4R?ft % : — 

{rp) 3*RSfkl 

cfkfrkY?T, ftft, n^r, srkt, tfkg-jr, 
kfun, drwft, sroppif , 

rrPT r |T k TruNifr fftft i 

(7Sr) fft^R TRT fir N*TRR, ZTtm, 

ft^RTT, $tW, TidT fftft I 

(■g ) Tfkrftt T7TT TT5T ft TrfkfsPT fftdT I 

[ft° 35/9JT°ft“ 552/25/7 2— ] 

ft'fRTRd, spr dkur i 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income Tax 

New Delhi, the 5th March, 1972 

S.O. 1322. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iii) of clause (44) of Section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1981), the Central 
Government hereby authorises Sri Dilip Roy 
Chakraberty who is a Gazetted Officer of the Wesl 
Bengal Government to exercise the powers of a Tax 
Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification which supersedes Notification 
No. 169 (F, No. 16/14/66-ITB) dated 3rd January, 
1968 shall come into force with immediate effect. 

[No, 50 <?. No. 404/74/72-ITCC.] 


wk ski F**nn) 

KWl 

fi$fkftT5 Trpof , 1972 
VRO 1 3 22 -RTV9R ?rfaffiiDT } 1961 ( 1961 

43 ) ^ am 2 ( 44 ) ^ (iii) am 

iRit wftkf kk Trkr gi? kjfk id?pr «ft fftftk 
V't ^ dft, aft 4 PN 4t ftdlN h GbR %■ TL«i4fftd wfft- 
*Frft t^kftfkR % ?rak ^TX ipjftr ktRvrft ftt urf ikt 
*frr kk % firiT mfirfT $ i 

2. tig 5rftr^THT, 5ft dlfra 3 wt, 1968 4ft 

kftgfpn fto iG 9 ( 9 ir°ft° 16/44 /tie — w^o£tosfk) 

k srtftfed 3Rfft |, 5 UT $kt 1 

[daS0('fito Ro 404/74/72-W|o 2to ftt° ftk)] 
New Delhi, the 30th March, 1972 

S.O. 1323. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iii) of ciause (44) of Section 2 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby authorises Shri S. G. BADKUNDRI who 
is a Gazetted Officer of the Central Government to 
exercise the powers of Tax Recovery Officer under the 
said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect 
from 1st April, 1972. 

[No. 68 (F.No. 404/66/72-ITCC) .] 
A. K. NASTA, Under Secy. 

JRfftRft, 30 1972 

W>o 1323- — WPm kftfftfiR, 1961 (l961 
TT 43) 4ft RTU 2 % 44) % BT^(iii) SRT STSH 

srtftkt , Fi km drrd §q, irnfm rtfr, sft 
5fto Sidfdft spt dt fR47p); % Wlfdd srftfiFkt f, 
TO SffdffiTfi % wk 4R kKRikt k Kfeiftf fid 
wk Tki % fan snfdfd 4Rfft £ i 

2. 1 tiki, 1972 ft ST^vT gttft | 

[ (fto68(4ioRo404/66/72-i!Tko €t° ftt° ftk)] 

%o ffifdT, ?rsTT dfk I 

(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Estate Durv 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 1972 

S.O. 1324. — In the Ministry of Finance (Department 
of Revenue and Insurance) Notification No. 27 F. No. 
5/210/68-E.D. dated the 29th July, 1969 published as 

S.O. 3127 in Part II Section 3, Sub-section (.11) of the 
Gazette of India dated the 31st July, 1969, thh name 
of Shri P. S. Patel, C/O M/s. Madhu Engineers, 2nd 
Floor, Bhupendra Chambers, Opp. Dhana Ruthdr’s 
Pole, Relief Road, Ahmedubad, as existing at SI. No. 
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30 under the Category “I-Engineers/Surveyorfv'Archi- 

tects”, is deleted with effect from the 25 th Jan uary, (1) (2) 

1972 from the approved list of Valuers pttbUlfied m 

the said Notification. * — ■ — 



[No. F. 300 / 85 / 72 -S.D.] 
BALB 1 R SINGH, Under Secy. 

fowft 14 1972 

q« sfr° i324.-'*nror % trw, Ptttt 31 3[rt£ 
1969 % 3=3TO<i»(ii)^To SfTo 3127 % 

$ TFrftffr frn bwffi (trust sfk sfhrr fwff) 

^ trftrpffT Ro 27 , « 5 To ffo 5 / 210/68 ffo 1? 

firm 29 <zmf 1939 “ I Ffffi < /flrafeuir/q r^w< 1 ’ $vft 
% ifffto %o ffo 30 qx fait «sft <fto quo <*t*r im 
tfcrcf *n 9 Q pxr awr, m^T 

gmx % >ftN % but#, feftr xtf , <r?iRr*rrc *itr *Ft 
;rw whiftra tjsqMff ft 25 

25 wrdr, 1972 ft ger ton *mr $1 

[ft° 95 To 3000 / 85 / 72 — fto tjjo] 


2. Range-II, Lucknow , i. Circle- 1 , Lucknow excluding: 

( i ) B-Ward, Circle I, Luck- 
now. 

(«) F-Ward, Circle I, Luck- 
now. 

(ill) Admn., Circle I, Lucknow. 
(iv) Collection, Circle I, Luck- 
now. 

2. Hardoi. 

3. Estate Duty-cum-I.T- Circle, 

Lucknow. 

3. Range-I, Varanasi i. C-Ward, Varanasi. 

2. E-Ward, Varanasi. 

3. F-Ward, Varanasi 

4. Special Circle, Varanasi. 

5. Jaunpur. 

6. Azamgarh. 

4. Range-II, Varanasi . i. Varanasi Circle excluding:— 

(0 C-Ward, Varanasi. 

(it) E-Ward, Varanasi. 

(tii) P-Ward, Varanasi. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Vara- 
nasi. 

3. Project Circle, Varanasi. 

4. Ballia. 

5 * Rango-I, Allahabad . i. Allahabad Circle excluding:— 

(*') E-Ward, Allahabad. 

(m) F-Ward, Allahabad. 

2. Salary Circle, Allahabad. 

3. Estato duty-cum-I.T. Circle 
Allahabad. 

4. Mirzapur. 


fft$, ^q- ?ritor 1 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 2iir August 1971 

S.O. 1325.— In exorcise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf and in super- 
session of all previous notifications in this regard, the Central 
Board of Diroct Taxes horeby directs that the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioners of Income-tax of the Ranges specified in column 2 
of the Schedule below shall perform their functions In respect of 
all persons and incomes assessed to income-tax or super-tax in 
the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts, specified in the 
corresponding entry in column 3 thereof: — 


6. Rango-II, Allahabad . 1. B-Ward, Allahabad. 

2. F-Ward, Allahabad. 

3. F-Ward, Circle I, Lucknow . 

7. Gorakhpur , , 1. Gorakhpur. 

2. Basti. 

3. Gonda. 

4. Bahralch 

5. Faizabad. 

8. Range-I, Bareilly , 1, Bareilly Circle excluding: — 

(i) B-ward, Bareilly 
(ti) D-Ward, Bareilly 
(ih ) F-Ward, Bareilly. 

2. Nainital 

3. Haldwani. 

9. Range-II, Bareilly , r. B-Ward, Bareilly 

2. D-Ward, Bareilly. 

3. Shahiahanpur. 

4. Pillbliit. 


s. 

Ranges 

Income-tax Circles, Wards and 

No. 


Districts. 

Ci) 

O) 

( 3 ) 


1, Range-I, Lucknow . 1. Circle II, Lucknow which 

existed upto 31-5-68 and from 
1-8-68 to 1-6-69 and there- 
after. 

2. Special Circle, Lucknow. 

3. B-Ward, Clrcie-I, Lucknow. 

4. Company Circlo, Lucknow. 

5. Salary Circle, Lucknow. 

6. Admn. Circle-I, Lucknow. 

7. Collection, Circle-I, Lucknow. 


10. Range-Ill, Bareilly . 1. F-Ward, Bareilly 

2. La.khimpm-K.hori . 

3. Sitapur. 

4. Almora. 

5. Budaun. 

11. Rango-I, Moradabad . 1. Moradabad Circle excluding:- 

(i) B-Ward, Moradabad. 

(ii) D-Ward, Moradabad. 

(tii) E-Ward, Moradabad. 

2. Najibabad. 

12. Range-II, Moradabad 1. B-Ward, Moradabad. 

2 . D-Ward, Moradabad, 

3. E-Ward, Moradabad. 

4. Bulandshahar. 

J. Rampur. 

6. Kashipur. 

7. Chandausi. 
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Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this notification from one range to 
another range, appeals arising out of assessments made In that 
Income-tax Circle, Ward or 'District or part thereof and pending 
immediately before the date of this notification before the Appel- 
late Assistant Commissioner ofthe range from whom that income- 
tax circle, ward or district or part thoroof is transferred shall 
lrom the date of this notification takes effect be transferred to 
and dealt with by tho Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the 
range to whom the said circle, ward or district or part thereof 
is transferred. 

This notification shall take effoct from 1-9-1971. 
Explanatory Note; 

The amendments have become necessary to assign jurisdic- 
tion over newly created Income-tax Circles, Bahraich and to 
make better distribution of work-load amongst the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioners at Lucknow, Allahabad and Gorakh- 
pur. 

[No. 250 (F. 261/2/71TTJ)] 

YEjftY TOUT VK TEr 

tHT-TT 

Y$ 2 1 1971 

gfto 1325. — *TURR srftrfiTTtr, 1961 

(1961 YT 43) tTTTf 122 tl TTfiTFCT (l) giT! 

aw srfa?[ 3 fr tt ‘-rfk to to faftra toty 
YE?ft ■H’vfY aro vrfwrlr yt YTO ^ srtr 

to ytoto $ tot yt afafecr yto 

%?am aero-YT at# tot % fY yt% 

Yt % *YTO 2 Y faf’TfW TTt % TOWT 

steert (aata), toy toto 3 a ereroHt jftfe T 
fafaiw toyey Yraf akfYTT if araYT ar srfarr 

T fvRt TOf aqfYTOi aVr NET t YYR 3 SHY f cut 

ytytto yty; — 

TO 4o TvT OTY-YT YiTOr,YT#«ftT ftrfNl 


12 3 


1 . E31— I, TOTYSi 


2 , 3 NT—.II, N'idvb 


1 . El'h N II, vTSRSj aft 

31-3-68 YT flYT 
1-8-68 Y 1-6-69 
*ftT 3 * 1 % 5 fT 5 fTTOHT 
«rr 1 

2. fTlffT irfd'H, vETTOi 

3. Ij-arf, fTfer-I, TTOT 

4. Troft ttfror, m , N'i 8 j 

5 . enaw3j 

6. aYUET YfYH 1 — I? vPTO 3 j 

7. YY^Y TrfTE 5 T— I, vP 3 T 3 i 

1 . YfYhSt— I, TNfiT, fYYY 
YYEiY — 

(i) ta-TE?, Yf%Y I, 

vE 3 W 35 
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(ii) y-yt#, irfer I, 

YYTYT 

(iii) aYTYY Yf%Y I, 
TITTY; 

( iv) Yfl^Y YfYT-I, YTO 3 ; 

2. 

3. YTOSTT-TOY TO flTYYT 
YlW, TOTYT 

3 . ?T-I, YTTPTYt 1 . Y-YTO, TRpTOT 

2- To-YT#, YRTYYt 

3. Y-YT#, TTTEJRft 

4. fTTO YfYY, YRTYTT 

5. tVtjt 

6 - YDIYY? 

4 . TOT- II, YT CPTOt 1 . TITIERtt TTfTRT, faYY 

‘M Vr l ^ Y — 

(i) Y-Yr#, YTTETOt 

(ii) Yo-YT#, aTTEn?ft 

(iii) T-YT#, YRTTOt 

Y$f t I 

2. fYRN Y«<TO Yf%Y, 
YTTTYYt 

3 . afTODTYT Y^TT, YRTiRfl 

4. YfYYT 


5. TOT-I, TOl^TYTT 1. S.YTTjTYTT YfYY, fYY% 

YYHfY 

(i) 'y-ytIj to i qIntt, 

(H) T-YT#, TOiqT41T 

Yff | I 

2. &TT RfTT, ?HT^iaR 

3. e4 5TTYTT 

- 

YftwT, TO^Tartf 

4. ftTufjT 

6. T5T-II, C^rgTYl^ 1. g-TTl, TOT^TTY 

2. Y-Yl^, W^TYIY 

3. Y-Yr^, Yfdwl I, YTO? 

7. 1, YTTYJT 

2. 

3- YtsT 

4 . 

5. ^YTYIY 
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8 T^r-] j 5^fr 


9 . CT-II, 


10. TN-lII.^ft 


ii. S'ur-I, tjwqn? 


1 . HfW, fafl% 

5RRT — 

(i) N-qrf, sr^ft 

(ii) q-qT^, 

(iii) t-tts, 

^ | l 

2. •HVcTTH 

3. ^73Rt 

1 . *j-3T5 , 

2. T-TTS, 

3- ?rig ; 4c(i'7~ 

4. TraWtr 

1 . N-TTS , 

2. N^PTTT-NTr 

3. TPrPJT 

4. WcTftfT 

5. 

1. ITWTT3 Tfw, 
»Pcpf'T — 

(i) n-tiI, 

(ii) wi, *TTKI4l'3 

(iii) 

Tff | I 
2. 'Trl'Nldl't 


New Delhi, the 29 th November, 1971 


S.O. 1326. — .In exercise of the powers conferred by »ub- 
section (1) oi section 122 oftho Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and of all other powers enabling in that behalf, the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following amendment in the 
schedule appended toist otnificition No. 288 (F. No. 261/14/71- 
ITJ) dated 8-10-71. 


“In the said Schedule, the existing entries at Item No. 1 
under column 2 against Appellate Assistant Commissioner, ‘L’ 
Range, New Delhi, and Appellate Assistant Commissioner, ‘M ’ 
Range, New Delhi, shall be substituted by the following: — 


‘L’ Rango, New Delhi 


‘M’ Range, New Delhi 


1. Distt. Ill (10), (11), (12V 

(13), (14), (13), (16), (16), 

Addl., (17), (18), (24), (25), 
(26), (27), (28), (29), (30), 

(32)>(34)& (35) < New Delhi. 


1. Distt. Ill 
W, ( 3 ), ( 4 ), , 
Addl. (8) & (9 


(1) Addl.’. 
(6), ( 7 ), (7) 
New Delhi. 


This notification shall take effect from 1-12-71. 


Explanatory Note ; 

This amendment has become necessary consequent on re- 
organisation of Income-tax District III, Now Delhi. 

[No. 339 (F. N a. 26t/i4/7i — ITT)1 
fesft, 29 iRPrarT, 1971 


132 6.-41 m < wfufTTF, 1961 ( 1 96 1 «PT 43) 
YtNPJ 1 2 2 4>t TTETTO ( 1 ) % iTTTf TUT NfelTt 4T sfh 
■3% TT fTfTO TUT? *TI dl "fUfli SIR u l PwTT TifTT 

T7T ffl, TcTN-TT TT? NTdt TRY'S 8-10-71 

^ ’arffjg^RT H^TT 288 (Tie To 26 l/ 1 4/7 1-?TT^ ^o 

T* ) % THR qvj^TY if trci^PJ f^FTfrfNT TWtTT 

*6 irt T ^ : — 


12 . 7N-II, ^TRUrR 1 . TTRTTR 

2. N-Tlf , 9 TRRR 

3 . T-TR fttcutr 

4 . 

5. TDIJC 

6. ^niftjT: 

7. ^fft 

STfa^m sirr Ttf ¥nwr Tf%T, Yii tt fjrrr 

TT TUFT TFT FT T 5 T 4 ^ TN Yt RTT ?> 

T-T STPRTT TT TT TT% TFT ?f 

ftpj PTT frgfaift % 'lf T NFFT 7 R spt iff tTYn. Tt pi 
sqfsr^nn qft trY^ % sYn yt imi 

Tf%w, qre tt farr tt iwr qitf w sRrfrr fun wr 

(^rftpr) ^ wn NfRT sff, 

^srnFft ifrr ur trYt T t t t , Putty tut trut, tt? 

3 fT fqHI TT THTT TFT SFtTfTcT TT felT TTT 
wqqq (srffcr) qit ’ , 4 v d r <d tts! srnifiT, Jf 
qrrdqrft tTR 1 

q? ?rf!I^qqT 1-9-1971 I 

[?io 250 (*$1° 2 6 1/ 2 / 7 1— STT^o^V 0 ^ 0 ) J 


Jr, «rrfii ( srqtH), V- 

V N, fepft, tltr flTTR (wtw) 

V TN, Tf % TPTT%T'jT 2 % 

nufo 1 ir fq; fwirr Tfqfeqi fan Hd P ut 

STTT TfTFTlfrT # TTRt : — 

"3")^, Tf fqwfl' ; 1 . fNTTlII ( 10 ), ( 1 1 ), (l 2 ), 

(13), (14), ( 15), (16), 
( 16) krfTprW, (17), ( 18), 
(24) (25), (26), , (27), 
(28), (29), ( 30), ( 32), 

( 34 ), srh ( 35 ), 1 

qf fe^fr 1 . {wrlll(i), ( 1 ) Jrfrfwr, 
( 2 ), ( 3 ), ( 4 ), ( 5 ), («), 
( 7 ), ( 7 ) Nfrf qr, (8) 

( 9 ), Tt fqwft 1 

qfy^ddi 1 - 12 - 71 1 T*nqt ^ptV i 

[qe 339 (TIUTo 261/14/71-^r^o^^Tf )] 
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Nero Delhi, the r oth December 1971. 

S.O. 1317. — In exercise of the powers conferred to sub 
section (1) of section t22 of the Incometax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961! 
and of all other powers enabling It In that behalf and in super- 
session of all previous notifications in this regard, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assis- 
tant Commissioners of Incometax, of the Ranges specified in 
column 1 of the Schedule bolow shall perform their functions 

i.r rsjpjct of all parsons and incomes assessed to income-tax or 
super-tax in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts specified 
in the correiponding entry in the columu 2 thereof: — 


Schedule 


Range Income-tax Circle, Ward, District 


1 2 


Ernakulam 1. Income-tax Circle, Kotrayam. 

2. Companies Circle, Ernakulam. 

3. Salaries Circle, Ernakulam, 

4. Income-tax Circle, Ernakulam. 

_ 5 . Central Circle, Ernakulam. 

6. Estate Duty cum Income-tax Circle 
Ernakulam . 

7. Special Survey Circle, Ernakulam (since 
abolished) in respect of persons alio 
have their principal place ot business in 
or reside within the jurisdiction of the 
Income-tax Circles, mentioned above. 

8 . Income-tax Circle, Mattanchcrry. 

9. Income-tax Circle, Tiruvalla, 

to. Income-tax Circle, Palghat. 

ir. Income-tax Circlo, Alwayo. 

Trichur x. Income-tax Circle, Cannanore. 

2. Income-tax, Circle, Calicut. 

3. Companies Circle, Calicut. 

4- Income-tax Circle, Trichur. 

5. Special Survey Circle, Ernakulam (sinc c 
abolished) in respect of persons who 
have thetr principal place of business 
in or reside within the jurisdiction of the 
Income-tax Circles, mentioned above. 

< 5 . Ceutral Circle, Trichur (since abolished) 

7. Estate Duty cum Income-tax Circle, 
Calicut. 

Trivandrum 1. Income-tax Circle, Trivandrum. 

2. Salary Circle, Trivandrum. 

3. Companies Circle, Trivandrum (since 
abolished). 

4. Income-tax Circle, Qullon. 

5. Income-tax Circle, Alleppoy. 

6. Special Survey Circle, Ernakulam (since 
abo lished) in respect of persons who have 
their principal place of business in or 
reside witlun the jurisdiction of the 
Income-tax Circles mentioned above. 

7. Special Investigation Circle, Trivandrum 
(since abolished). 


2. Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward ot District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this notification from one Range to 
another Range, appeals arising out of the assessments made in 
that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and 
pending immediately before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
ot Incono-tax of Range front that Incomo-tax Circle, Ward or 
District or part thereof is transferred shah, from the date of this 
notification shall take effect, be transferred and dealt with by the 
Appellant Assistant Commissioner of the Range to whom the. 
said Circ le, V ard ot District or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 15-12- 1*971 , 


Explanatory Note: 

The amdnomont has become nccassary consequent on re 
allocation of Jurisdiction of the AppellateAssisant Commissioners 
within the Commissioner’s charge. 

(This note does not form part ol the notification, but 
intended to be merely clarificatory). 

[No. F. 347 (E, No. 261/13/71— ITJ) 

Tffo-Tf, lflfoP TC 1971 
tJHo Wfe 132 7 — TETTT TftffoTE, 1961 
(1961 TT 43) Tf am 122 ^ TTJTTi (l) 
gTT WlfolTT TT ®fp 3 T frifRrT 

flip} TTvff TDTt SET TT TRtT § rr . 

sqYf ^ TPTT ij ET*fY 'jt Tfa^TdTat 4 ?T 

SRrf %^2tR STfTfST TT ^clT | fo 

sjft SPfiJ'riV % EcTTTT 1 ir frftrf'irif mi % TffPRi TrTTV 
54777 f ( Srft) TriT 2 if TIE 7 Eft TfafT if Tfh free 
51 EER Tfrrf, ^rirf wk frurf if nnm m stReett % fort 
fhsrtfTFr E'Tf srfTTfr sftr mm % mt if wet ffor ti <tp=pt 
TT R : — 

T 3 f mmr*: flffor, tt 1, fforf 


1 






1- TEMT Tf%T, Tfjpim 
2. TWIfft HfiTT, 

3-’ tcR WfiffTE 

5 . m-fm rfor, TiifriT 

6 . flFm-spn n j vp\ nf%vT Spiff TT 

7. fWI WTT TriffTE (aft 

Triform for ttt fofoif m 

TPFT faT % TTTTR TT flW f APT foWl 

otr-t? for # trraTTfTFrr if | rt tt 

TfT % TfcTT I I 

8. WIR-RTT flfoT, : ETTRfo 

9. snRRT-Rffo, fhwrr 

1 0. STPIVr-TfoT, 'TTTTIZ 

11. STTR-RT flfoH, SPT4 

1. TW-TT 7 lf%T, TWpTT 

2 . STEMT! Tf%vr, TTTfo? 

3. fifot flffor, TF#1T 

4. ?1TR-TT rif+ti, fonf 

5. fonr fopR foffTR (sft 

^cRTfor Tf for mr | ) mr sfoiRT 

Tf RTR<T Tf W WIT 

TTTfor wt-tt Tforr, 4ft foiiTTforT it 

I TI TT TT %■ TtTT ^ | | 
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1 2 

6 . FRffa RfFPT, (aft RcETfol FP 

fsRT RRr t) 

7. R"JRRT-P[eF RR RTR-FP, RfF4, i 

fpr^ETR 1. RTR-FP RfFPT, fpRPTE 

2. RRR RfFrT, f%F?SR 
3 ' FTRiff RfFPT, fyrR'SR (off vicriiDsti 
FP fan ERT 

4. RRFP RfowT, J^'RtR 

5 . rte-fp ulrvi, ^iwr^ft 

6 . fOTR RESET RfFR Rfi?F"fE (3ft 
ReR T fei FP feTT RET | ) RE RfTcRt 
Ft EPEE fEE % FTPETP FT PETE 
rtpire wr prfFF %r RfaFTfPEr Jf 

^ ET 3ft RR% ?ft TP *4$ ^ I 

7. fwt WT'T RfFR, f^^ranr (3ft 

RcRTfor fp forr ret | ) 

2 . 3f^t ^fr srfagRTT etpt Flf wwt rTfr, ete 

ET f3fHT ET TER Ftf ■‘TIT FT PE if ^Rt P3T Ft RRlfpcT ft 

<i4i ft oifT re riefa ■Mpti'-’i, 4i-^ et fE% et yR% frFft 
rte if %ff e% fEertpET f qfpETRPEFT 4 ft e# reFe, 

3ft T'-r 5TftrgR4T %T ETpFE if 5tF Tff^ RE PR % 

f3t t t if rtefp cfFE, Erf et ftrET et reft eft 
5ff=ffr=r FP foET EElt, RETEF liTW RlfTR (R^ftE) 

% rest TrfRTr «ft, ?e e^t^eet % wrft ft^ Ft 
RTtg it re f frr^ppt w EfFE ei% et 

fEETETREFT Ftf ETERFTfPE FP fEET EET £ E?r- 
EF EBJEE ( TTftR ) Ft RR-fpE FP ft RrTlft. 

3ft RE % Wff if FTEEfift FtET I 

ee EfsrTjRET 15 - 12-71 if srmft fWt 1 

[e* 347 ('mo 261 / 13 / 71 -^^ 0 ^ 0 )] 

Nezu Delhi, the 28 th December , 1971 

S.O. 1318. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (i) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1901 1 
and of all other powers enabling it in this behalf and in partial' 
modification of Board’s order No. 193 (F. No. 261/19/70-ITJ1 
dated 3-12-1970 and 234 (F. No. 261/15/71-ITJJ dated 28-7-197/ 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes herebydirects that tire Appellate 
Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax of the Ranges specified 
in column 1 of the Schedule below, shall perform their fimetions 
in respect of all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax or 
Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles/Wards and Districts specified 
in the corresponding entry in column 2 thereof; — 

Schedule 


Range income-tax Circle, Ward & District 


1 


2 


A-Range, Ahmedabad , 1. Special Investigation Circles I to VII, 
Ahmedabad. 


1 

B-Rangc, Ahmedabad 


C-Range, Ahmedabad 


D-Range, Ahmedabad 
E-Range, Ahmedabad 


Surat Range, Surat . 


A-Range, Baroda 


a 

1. Group Circle, I, Ahmedabad. 

2. Circle, II Wards B, C & G., Ahme- 
bad. 

3. Circle III, Ahmedabad. 

4. Circle IV, Ahmedabad. 

1. Circle I, Wards A, B, C, D, E & 
K Ahmedabad. 

2. Circle II, Wards E, H & I, Ahmeda- 
bad. 

1. Group Circle II, Ahmedabad. 

1. Circle I, Wards G. H, I, J, L, M, 
& N. Ahmedabad. 

2. Circle II, Wards J, K & L Ahmeda- 
bad. 

3. Circle TV, Ahmedabad, 

Surat Circles 

Navsari Circle. 

Bulsar Circle. 

1. Circle I, Ward- A, Baroda. 

2. Circle II, Wards A, B & C, Baroda. 

3. Godhara Circle. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward and District or Part 
thereof stands transferred by this notification from one Range 
to another Range, appeals arising out of assessments made in that 
Income-tax Circle, Ward or Districts or part thereof and pending 
immediately before the date of this notification before the Appel- 
late Assistant Commissioner of Range from whom that Income- 
tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, 
from the date this Notification shall take effect be transferred to 
and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the 
Range to whom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
js transferred.' 

This notification shall take effect from i-t-72. 

Explanatory Note 

The amendments have become necessary on account of 
reallocation of work load amongst the above mentioned Appellaie 
Assistant Commissioners in the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note does not form part of the Notification 
but is intended to bo merely clarificatory). 

[No. 376 (F. 261,15/71-ITj)] 

E^ftrEt, 2 8 fan-4 T, 1971 
tJHo qto 1328 -ETEFP EfafEER 1961 (l 961 
ft 43 ) %t mi 122 Ft yqmr ( i) srt srtT ?ifERf 
wnk# tr frftrr Rtp}- sRFlr mfr inft sir nrftrff 

4 TT 5 R>T^TR gttsfk aft# %• Trftfl 3 - 12-1970 % 
Ro 193 (<FTo Ro 261 / 19 / 70 ~w£ tl ?ffT RECfa 
2 8 - 7-1 971 % Ro 234(9110 Ro 2 6 l/l 5 / 71 -EE$H^) 
RTvT RT^ff RPR : RTFRItR TFT |T, 9 RW- 

yp arts cnr^Tpr IrTr Rr | f% r[R %r % err 

1 if fTfqfdR M % RgRT RRTP RRR (RTlPr), RR% 
err 2 % TERR!' srfrfe % farfrlw RTRFP RfWT, RrT 
Sftp f 3 TRt % RTRFP RT RfaFP % fWl? fcaffPR R*ft RfFIRt 
RTP RIRT % RT'P R RR% fRt FT TTRR F^f : — 




PR 

RTRFP, RfFR, RTR R>P f3f% 

1 

2 



F— p3f, RfRTTFR 

1 . fFRR RRSTF RTFel 1 R VII, 
RfRRTRTR 1 
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«nprTT5rre . 1 . gq nfipsr I, >q^Frrm 

2. RfifiHlI, if sfa 0, 

3. III, N^T<5T«1I$ « 

4. IV, I 

*i — %r, 'RiprsfRi^ i. Hforcr I, mi : ^ sr, *r, s 

flk ?, SI^KHIK I 

2. sfiR- II, mi : v, w dk w, 

. i. ijq Rf%H II, VijtMrara i 

® — T5i, 'sKprcraK . i. sfiR I, mi : ®, sr, w, 51, 

s, * srk ?, sr$nsi$n i 

2. II, mi : 5i, j z, 

sR^Tsnrra i 

3 . uThT IV, m?TTT 5 TK I 

yTh ^Til *lf% 7 T 

i mi i ft rIw 
r -t M J I tif+e] 

A 

*p — %, t-j’tti i. qfer I, srri-<F, qfteT i 

2. Rfer II, mi % tar sfk % 
srffci i 

3 . TtURTfrfqm i 

^ w sqfti^mir mu q?ti ww nf%H, mi m fmn 
m smir ?RrfTtT $> mn 

3 ti rnmur mi m rap^ m mi% f+tJI mq Jr Mi 
mt firaWr % qfrmmwr nt srfrq, it ^ifsrgmrr 
’A oi{\<s Jt str? qsJf mi ^sr %, fjrnJr ^ srnrm^, nf%^r , mi 
m fmm m theft qfti w mrfTTf qrr fim nm h^eef 
we£*t (*pfta) % tew srftmr *ff, srfag^rn % snerpff 
it crrftar tr % i, f^reit mi m farm 

m ^rmr itf wft qiT firm mrr t, *r$rmp m^rnr 

(mffir ) it Rd it mmft, it rwu Jr qnim^r 

«p%m i 

q?4tfirgj«RT 1-1-72 % srerft ^tt t 

[io 378/1110 io 261/15/71 -mio it« io] 

New Delhi , the 30 th December, 1971 

S.O. 132J). — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 196 r) 
and of all other powers enabling it In that behalf and In super- 
session of all the previous Notifications in this regard, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of Income-tax of the Ranges specified in Col. (1) 
of the Schedule below shall perform their functions in respect of 
all persons and incomes aased tsseo Income-tax or super-tax 


in the Income-tax Circles by the Income-tax Officers specified 
in the corresponding entry in CoL 2(2) thereof:— 

Schedule 


Range Income-tax Circles and Income- 

tax Officer* 



1. A.A.C,, ‘A’ Range, (Hd. 1. Circle-I, Bangalore. 

Qrs.), Bangalore. 2. In respect of orders passed 

under the Incometax Act by II 
I.T.O., Company Circle, Ban' 
galore. 

3. Tunkur Circle. 

2. A.A.C. , *B’ Range, (Hd. 1. Cirele-II, Bangalore. 

Qrs.), Bangalore. 2. In respect or orders passed 

under the Incometax Act by 
I I.T.O., Company Circle, 
Bangalore. 

3. Central Circles, I & II, 
Bangalore. 

4, Kolar Circle. 

3. A.A.C., Mysore Range, 1. Mysore Circle, 

(Hd. Qrs.), Mysore. 2. Mangalore Circle. 

3. Udipi Circle. 

4. Coorg Circle. 

5. Mandya Circle. 

6. Channapatna Circle, 

7. In respect of orders passed 
under the Incometax Act by 
the ITOs of Bangalore Circle 
(old). 

8. Special Survey Circle. 

9. Hassan Circle. 

10. Chickmagalur Circle. 

11. Salary Circle, Bangalore. 

12. Shimoga Circle. 

13. Devangore Circle. 

14. Chitradurga Circle. 

4. A.A.C. Panaji Range, (Hd. 1. Margao Circle. 

Qrs.), Panaji (Goa) . 2. Panaji Circle. 

3. Balgaum Circle. 

5. A A.C. Dharwar Range, 1. Hubli Circle. 

(Hd. Qrs.), Hubli. 2. Dharwar Circle. 

3. Gadag Circle. 

4. Karwar Circle. 

5. Bljapur Circle. 

6. Bagalkot Circle. 

6. A.A.C., Bellary Range, 1. Bellary Circle. 

(Hd. Qrs.), Bellary. 2. Hospet Circle. 

3. Raicnur Circle. 

4. Gulbarga Circle. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
stands transferred by this Notification from one Range to another 
range, appeals arising out of assessements made in that Income-tax 
Circle, ward, District or part thereof and pending immediately 
before the date of this Notification before the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of Range from whom the Income-tax Circle, Ward 
or District or part thereof is transferred to and dealt with by the 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the Range to 
wnom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is trans- 
ferred. 

This Notification shall take effect from 1-1-72. 
Explanatory Note: 

The amendment has become necessary on transfer of one 
post of A.A.C. to the charge of Commissioner of Income-tax, 
Madras. 

(This note does not form a part of notification but is intended 
to be merely clarificatory), 

[No. 398/F. No. 261/10/71 — ITJ] 
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feft, 30 ferHIT, 1971 

IJHoSrto 1 3 2 9.-EFPFT 196l(l96m43) 

tflr mu 122^ utettu ( 1 ) stu srcu rninuuf m *fk ^ 
tur fafiTfr *tr«? Runt m# trsfr w Krftmff ut sptEt m 3 
$tr *fk urpu Jr inft 5 # iqfmjmrptff k wfafer m3 

|TT, RUTffTUU sftf PfEliTTU fu^T ^ f% Ut% ^Y 

W^ft % UFR ( 1 ) Jr fMlfstR- M % UpfRE JIPJE 
?iEjTH (wfiu), uhr (2) 3 gr'WFfr srfrfR Jr 
PrfJrfstR- sqrpFfiT TriwIufT 3 tu srFTiu rrf%uf Jr street 
ut srfERu % furt fuErtfuT uuft sifEuft irk srrff % mt 
JT ?FPt ficRt ET REFT it 1 — 


kr 

tSTFFTT Hftpef vdTy Al FT 4 ) 5 5 TfM ”6 1 fl 

(0 

(2) 


1. tr^Fpjr srnjtRT (mfTu) 1. Trf%oT X, JETcfVr 

V kr (tpuur^surt-k 2. II we srfaETft 

TlfETf, 40 '•fl 1 STU 

mwr srfferfuuu E wsfVr 
qrrfur fok *1% strott efeu 
if 1 

3. fUfT 1 

2. tfjrtewjet (aim V i ) i- frf%u 2, 

‘«r’U 3 T, (IJOTUT), 2. I !(WC ufsTERt, EFFff 
mmk Ef%u, murk stu urtet ufsr- 

f?Rm % m5Vr ntur fEif *rT 

m^^ff % TR?sr Jr 1 

3. eurt nfk-r I, ?rk II, spruk 

4. eh 1 1 Trf%u 1 


(1) (2) 



13. Ff%U 

1 4. Pm e( j<i ftRpU 

4. TrfPRT (mtJFT) 

1, TTUTtWEfUU 

(mfkr) tpr^r 

2 . tnEtfrirf^u 

^r, (^Tmn), 
tuufV (ukrr) 

3 . ’frftvT 

5. TTfFRUBTO' 

1 . fmfr irf%u 

(srfkr) muiR 

2 . mumifef 

kr, (tgwruru). 

3. 


4 . TTUlT uf%u 

5 . ?rfw 

0. Jih'-iVle. TTf%eT 

6. HfTmfTJTFpeT 

1 . tufrirf%u 

(mftu) 

2 . fkkrirfeT 

^3T, (^RTTFR), 

3 . UTfTTltm' 

tuft 

4 . tjumf ttP+'M 


2 . ^ w srftjrjU'TT rru Eff wi uf%ur, rie m 
knu mr uttet Et£ hft re fu Jr fu Et mufur ft 
mrr ft 4 til tm heftt nfVu, u fuJf ut t3n% fEifT 


ufinguuT q?t crrfkr it ^ TtJr kr Jr, frra% srf *trt- 
etrIeu, mi m f^ruT m OT4U 4rtl wufur 4U ferr 
mx I, RSIW URJET (mftw) % UU5T Ufj^cT *ff, 1R «tRi- 
uutt $ snrpft fk ^t utter it eit kr 3 t, fuiRfit uet 
uf%u, m fum m tuiET Etf hft snrfur et feu ett 
%, EfETE wm hrjet (spflu) Et snuffir et £r urufT, 
aft ' 3 r l^> *{ + 4 r ll Jf Mil 99 ljft °fi^ll I 

JTf srftTgRHT 1-1-72 ^ SDTEft f>ft I 

[h° 398 Wo Eo 2 61/ 1 0 / 7 1 — UTto it° ^o] 


3. frfFRTm^RT(mftU) 1. 

), 2 . mrukTrf%u 

3. ufrfr hT%u 

4. fJrTriru 

5 . qUf TTH uf%u 

6 . ^tfR-fT #TU 

7 . mruk Ef%u (juht)% «trt- 
*ft srftmfr stu stfru: 
strRifum % wfR irfur fvt 
^ sn%uf % rumu W 1 

8 . fsur TR 5 UT Trj%u 

9. fTFTTTf%U 

10 - f^WEJTHflU 
lh rrf%u, spufk 
12 . fUffkTHfrU 


New Delhi the 4th January 1972 
S.O.1330.-I11 exercise of the powers conferred by sub-secfio“ 
(i> of Section 122 of the Income tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and al* 
oilier powers enabling it in that behalf and in supersets' on of 
all previous notifications ; n th s regard, the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioners of Income tax of iho Ranges specified in' column (2 
of the Schedule below shall perform their functions in respect) 
of all persons and income assessed to Incometux or Super tax 
in the Income tax Circles, Wards and Districts speefied in the 
corresponding entry in column 3 thereof; — 


Schedule 


SI, Ranges 

No. 

Income-tax Circles, Wards and District 

I 2 

3 

I Rangc-I, Agra 

(i) A to T) Wards, Agra. 

(d) Spcc ; al Ward, Agra. 


(li!) Income tax Officer (Collection) 
Agra. 

(iv) Circle 1 , Agra excluding Circle 
1 ( 5 ) and 1 ( 6 ), Agra. 

(v) Fipizabad . 
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3 


2 Range-II, Agra (i) E to H and J-Ward, Agra, 

(u) Income! ax Officer (Adminia- 
tra' on), Agra. 

(iii) Spec a! Survey Circle, Agra. 

(iv) Sp’c al Circle, Agra. 

(v) C rcle 1(5), Agra. 

(vi) Circle 1(6), Agra. 

(vii) C rclc II (I), Agra. 

(viii) C rcle 11(2), Agra. 

(ix) Efah. 

(x) Mathura. 

(xt) A1 garh cxluding A- Ward, Aligarh 

3 Range-Ill Agra (0 Agra C rcle excluding the following 

ward 1 ?: 

(a) A \o II and J-ward Agra 

(b) Income tax Officer (Ad- 

ministration), Agra. 

(c) Income! ax Officer (Col- 

lection ) Agra. 

(ii) Chcle II, Agra excluding Circle 

II(I) Agra and Circle 11(2), 

Agra. 

(iii) Hal liras. 

(iv) Mampuri. 

(v) A- Ward, Aligarh. 

4 Dehradun (i) Dehradun 

00 ED-Cum-IT Circle, Dehradun. 
(tipi Roorkee 

(iv) Sahatanpur 

(v) Muzaffamagar. 

5 Ran ge-I, Kanpur (i) Circle II(l) Kanpur. 

(u) Circle 11(a), Kanpur. 

(hO Circle 11(3), Kanpur. 

(tv) Circle 11(6), Kanpur. 

(v) Circle 11(7), Kanpur. 

(vi) Spec : al Circle, A-ward, Kanpur 
(ViO Spec'al Circle, C-Ward, Kanpur 
(viii) ED-Cum-T.T. Circle, Kanpur 
(ix) Circle I- Kanpur excluding: — 
Circle I (4), I (5), I (9) and 
Circle I (io) } Kanpur. 

(xj Erawah 

(xi) Oral 

(xii) Fatchgarlj. 

(xiii) Unnao. 

6 Range-II, Kanpur, (i) Circle II, Kanpur excluding, — 
Circlo II (t), Circle II (2), 

C'rlce 11(3). Cirlclc 11(6) and 
Cirde 11(7), Kanpur. 

(ii) Special Circle, 13-Ward, Kanpur. 

(iii) Income tax Officers, Collection-I, 
II and III, Kanpur, 

(iv) Special Survey Circle, Kanpur. 

(v) Salary Circle, Kanpur. 

(vi) Project Circle, Kanpur. 

(vii) Banda 
(viii) Fa'chpur 

Ox) A-Ward, Jhansi. 

7 Range- III, Kanpur (i) Circle 1(4), Kanpur. 

(ii) Circle I (5), Kanpur. 

(in) C rcle 1(9), Kanpur. 

(iv) C rcle I(io), Kanpur. 

(v) Companies Circle, Kanpur. 

(vi) B-Ward, Jhansi. 

(vu) Incomctax Officers, Adminis- 
traticn-I, II, and III, Kanpur. 

8 Rangc-I, Meerut (1) Meerut Circle excluding A, E, C, 

and G- Wards, Meerut. 

00 Project Circle, Meerut. 

(iii) Spec al Circle, Meerut. 

(iv) Specal Survey Circle, Mccj-ut. 

(v) Ghaziabad. 


1 2 3 


9 Range-II, Meerut (h) A, E, C and G-wards, Meerut, 
(ii) Salary Circle, Meeju r . 
ft it) Hapur. 

10 Rrtnge-III, Central Circles at Meerut. 

Meerut. 


Where an Tncometnx Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
stands transferred by 'his notification from one Range to another 
Range, appeals arising out of nssesments made in that Incomctax 
Circle, Ward orD'Strict or part there of and pending immediately 
before the date of th s not float ion before the Appellate Assis- 
tant Commission -r of Incomctax of the Range from whom 
that Tucomciax C rcle , Ward or District or part thereof is tans- 
ferred shall, from the dale this notific-T on shall take effect, be 
transferred to aixl dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioner of the Range in whom the .aid circle, Ward or dis- 
trict or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect ffomi 5-1-72. 

Explanatory Notes 

This amendment has become necessary on account of 
reallocation of work amongst Appellate Assistant Commia- 
sinners within the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note does not form part of the Notification but 
is intended to be merely clarificatnry) 

[No. 6/P.N0.261/4/71-ITJ) 

Rf 4 RRRft, 1972 

tjHo wio 1330 .— rtwp tfffirfwr, 1901 (1901 

TF43) RtHKT 1 2 2 RffRTCT ( l) STTHWcT VlfarHlIf TT 
sfrr tan r% rr4 rtf* RKft TDft srr srferff tt 
jrtfrrr rher ir R*ft Rt 

t ife fe r grT, rW bdTii<r fRiR 

^RT I fo SfljgRt % StRR 2 Jr $ 

R.JPFF RTR-TT RTfRI (sifftvr), RR% 3 Jf tlcWFfV 

ir iiiw Rfawr, sflr f^rwf r rirt-t 

RT srfw: % fRIT ffftrffyR R*ft SfffacPff RTRt % 

45T Ml HR : 


Rio^fo ^5f RTRRiT Rl%R, d 1 1? RtT fHHl 


1 2 3 


I. fR-I, RTRTT (j) % R RTi, RTRTT 

(II) Wt Rif, RFI'Cr 

(III) RTffRTfRfwft (*fa?°T), 

5TFRT 

( IV ) Rfer I, RBRT fRR% 

Rf%R 1(5) Rk I( 6)s 
RTffTT B^lr ? 

(V) I 




2 . ’Jfor-II, hurt (j) frtt i 

(II) wrwy r ft p prft (mwikr), 
wki J i 

(Hi) #%?T, FFTTT I 

(IV) Wfo*T, WFTTT I 
(V) 1(5), STPTTT I 

(VI) #T*T 1 ( 6 ), *TPTTT I 

(VII) 0 ( 1 ), (TTPTT I 

(Vlll) sfirar ( 2 ), ffttt i 

(IX) qen 

(X) n*r i 

(XI) f^TO% 

Plft | I 

3. ^jt-III, tnro (I) ottrt ?i1w 

ftHfuflafl *mf ^ : 

(«p) *p Jr <p tftr sr ini, whitt 
( w) wtwt trftnprft (sm- 

?HT) , W|M<| 

(n> mw< wfiro r O (mr- 
(P’T), wtpt 

(II) II, *mrrr 

srata #%HlI(l), 
WFRT #T (2), 

FFTTT^? I 

(III) ?HTTfr I 

(IV) *Tjtr 

(V) qwni, w#n? i 

4. (I) $W5fr 

(II) i ff t> < 

TTf%TT, ^TT^T I 

(III) TJ# I 

(IV) «%K*15^ I 
(V) ipTOTTWT I 

5 . (I) TTf^T II(l), TPTJT I 

(II) 11(2), «pr^ I 

(III) II ( 3), «PR^T I 

(IV) wftsr 11(6), ffRT^T I 

(V) sftrr H(7), ffJRgr 1 

(VI) fay) 4 #%T, , «+iH 1 

(VII) fMm #w, n-*rf, irrnrjTi 

(VIII) ^ WNVT 

#°fi W, 1 


(IX) #%?r I, wtjt fa*r% 

1(4), 

I(s), 1(9) w’lr 
I( 10 ), ^rnrjr, ? 1 

(X) STFTT I 

(XI) 3Tf | 

(XII) 'RfflTf I 
(XIII) 3FR I 

6. ^ir-II, ^trjt (I) II, ffTR^: ffrg % #pfa , 

#%wli( i),#%w 11(2) 
#%?r 11(3), #%*rll(6), 
tflT tfffor 11(7), "PRJT, 
*#? < 

f II) TW *rf%T, SMTf, WTJTI 

(III) IWT wftppKt, Tnj$aT-l, 

II, III, TH^T 

( IV) T?fer, «FRgTI 

(V) 3cR StfasT, fil-f^T I 

(VI) TfTfft'T'TT TrRfiW, TT*TJT I 
(VII) «rteT 1 

(VlH) T^JT I 
(IX) ff7-TT#, ft# 1 

7. ^-III, (I) #%F 1(4), KFH^T | 

(II) #%F 1(5), I 

(III) ?rf%cT 1(9), *TR gr I 

(IV) I( 10), ipR^ I 

(V) "FT# TTf%TT, "PFTJT I 

(VI) Jff-TT#, Ft# I 

(VII) wm *rfa*nrV, wrar- 
I, II tfr HI, «pr$i: 1 

8. ^jt-I, J)rs ( I ) *ks #%f ftrrr% st##t "p, 

P #T *t<3, 

^3 I 

(II) qtr#3RT #%f, irrs 1 

(III) f¥ta #%# itrs 1 

(IV) fosta #%F, i|T5 I 

(V) PTtTPTRTff I 

9. ^JT-II, iTTS (I) % P #T SJ-PT$, JtTS I 

(II) ^cPT #%# %T5 I 
(III) ^ I 


10. ^-III, %TS 


%^k #%w, Jits i 
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-* orfr wftr^rr sru 4 ft$ wtw irfer, ^rr 
ftWT HT WET ^ KTUT ^ ft ^ % 4?1 
wfr tb ’jnr^- 7 , ^fer, mi m fer m feft 
»itc ft fer 4ft fvrefeft ft; 'ifonui^'T 4ft 4f srffe =5ft 
isrftr^r-iT 4ft crrCra ft st4; 43 ft e 3K ft? ferft ^ 
Eiwin: irfer, mi m fen m ^ihft ^ hut m-Tfcr 4 ^ 
ferr mn t, w t ' ; iT stttoet vjvim (suffer) % to Nffer 
*ff, w wfe^mrr % srmit $tft 4 ft mfe ft sir fe %, 
fefe to irfer, mi m fen m *m srmfe 

4et fer mrr |, rr?R4? (mffn) 4ft sfero mr it 

feft, it to% nrom if fefer 4fe i 

mj NfeiNm 15 - 1-1972 ft mmir ?>ft i 

[no e/wo no 26 i/ 4 / 7 i-mio io] 

New Delhi, the 19th January 1972 

S. 0 . 1331. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and 
of all other powers enabling it in that behalf, and in supersession 
of all previous notification in this regard, the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioners of Income-tax of the Ranges specified in column 2 of 
the Schedule below shall perform their functions in respect of all 

f ersons and Incomes assessed to Income-tax or Super-tax in the 
ncome-tax Circles, Wards or Districts specified in the corres- 
ponding entry in column 3 thereof 1 — 

Schedule 


SI. 

No. 

Range 

Income-tax Circles /Wards or 
Districts 

I. 

Cuttack ‘A’ Range, 

(i) Special Circle, Cuttack 


Cuttack. 

(ii) Central Circle, Cuttack 

(iii) Wards ‘A’ and ’B’ of Cuttack 
Circle. 

(iv) Puri Circle, Puri. 

(v) Keon)har District of Baripada 
Circle. 

2. 

Cuttack ‘B’ Range, 

(i) Cuttack Circle, Cuttack 

except Wards ‘A’ and _‘B' 

(ii) Dhcnkanal Circle, Dhenkanal 


Cuttack 

3 . 

Bhubaneswar Range 

(i) Bhubaneswar Circle, Bhu« 
bancs war. 

(ii) Baripada Circle, Baripada 
excluding Keonjhar District, 

(iii) Baiasore Cirde, Balasorc, 

(iv) Sundargarh Cide, Rourkela, 

4- 

Berhampur Range. . 

(i) Berhampur Circle, Berhampur, 
(U) Kcraput Circle, Jcypore. 

(iii) Titlagarh Circle, Titlagarh. 

(iv) Bolangir Circle, Bolangir. 

3- 

Sambalpur Range. , 

(i) Jharsuguda Circle, Jharsuguda 
(it) SambalpurCircIe, Sambalpur. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
stands transferred by this Notification from one Range to another 
Range,appeals arising out of assessments made in that Income-tax 
Circle, Wards or District or part thereof and pending immediately 
before the date of this Notification before the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of the Range from whom that Income-tax Circle, 
Ward and District or part thereof is transferred shall from the date 
of this Notification shall take effect, be transferred to and dealt 
with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range to 
whom the saidCircle,Ward orDistrict or part thereof is transferred. 

1 1 1 J i ; ■ < l 1 : 1I1 ifutfiinit- 1-72. 


Explanatory Note. 

The amendment has become necessary for equitable distri- 
bution of workload. 

(The above note docs not form part of the Notification, but 
is intended to be merely clarificatory). 

[No. 15 F. No. 261/2/72-ITJ). 
fftvsft, 19 19 72 

qso stlo 1331. — snw?; wfafetT, laei (1961 
44 43) 4ft 9TO 122 4ft TWU (l) ITU 

srcu Efftfe 44 ftk ^urft sir fftfer imft sftr 

Wfft ST^T trrffefr 44 srht ftk ?nft 

Rfefer irftt 3ft 4ft srfftffe ift?, 

sNTSfr ^ ti^rsi u fer fterr | far 4 ft 
% ?fF*r 2 ft fftfftfenfeft % sirnr^T *tp£RT 
(srfiw), UTOT 3 ft floPfe vfftfe ft fftfftfe: 

STT 44 TT etf't'vtl, 4 f -sf 4 T feftf ft STPT 47 T 4 T 
feffe Rftt sqfeff ftk Enftf % fe ft" 4TT4 I4ftt 44 
Hlvtu 4iftft : — 




4iO ETPTTT Hfftivi, 4Uf 4T fJI?r 

ft° 


1 *hd 4 i fti’ fe, 4 ii+ (l) Ptal 4 4 id 4 > 

(ii) %4fw Rfer, 4TE4E 

(iii) 4EH4E ?ifer ^ «tt# fe *ffe 

* 4 f' 

(iv) sftnfer.yft 

(v) dlO'iiqi (i Pt> ^4 44 fftlw <. 

ferr 

2 4TO^ ^T, 4^41 (i) 4T44T lifer, 4^4E, 4T# fe* 

wk V 4ft fef 4>T I 

(ii) 54TT4TH nfel, J4EFTTH 

(i) *T4%m Hfer, 

(ii) 4rfWT4T Rfer,^ 4 l t ) 4 | 4l , 
wiin fer 4ft sfi? *R 

(iii) tmrrerk lifer, *nHTifk 

(iv) nfer, ■’Tsferr 

(i) Rkief, 

(ii) 4ftu5S lifer, 

(iii) fferur? nfer, fETOUfif 

(i v ) 4feik nfeT, sffefk 

(i) Rfer, 

(ii) ■TTOriTT; irfer, 


3 IJ4TS47; fe 


4 


5 ^ 
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^ nR RfafffRT 5TTT WRIT Rfeff, WS ITT 
fem RT RRTiT kf RTR ^ ^RTfkl afTt W ff fc r 

rr wwi Rfer, rt$ itt nr rr% fkft 
RPT R faR ER feriUTi % EfkrPTCWR TT r£ ifeT, aft 
?R stfn^n ^ uttE? ft T^ft RRki %, faRft 
*nw Rfw, etr nr fam in reet :fe rpt Rfem 
ferr ret |, r$trt et^wi (rrVh) % toi EfkR 
iff, w irferg^RT % eeri i R # ottCrt ft re kr ft, imm 
in nf%n, tie rt faun et rrer ftt$ wr wtftn eu 
fen ret |, r^wet erjrt (feto) ftt wafer =r: 
arnHft, r^re% ewe ft wfEi^t Efen i 

e? nfn^prr 20 - 1-72 it snuff $iftt i 

[Ro^lS/lffo Wo 261 j 2j 72— W^o €to fto] 
New Delhi, the 26th January, 1972 

S.O. 1332.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 122 of the Income TSx Act, 
1901 (43 of 19611 and of all other powers enabling 
it in that behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxed 
hereby makes the following further amendments in 
the Schedule appended to Its Notification No. k(F. 
20I/8/70-ITJ) dated 6th January, 1971 as amended 
by notification No. 176(2(il/10/71-ITJ) Battel 8th 
June, 1971 and Notification No. 277 F.261/16/71-ITJ 
dated 15th September, 1971, namely: — 

Against Poona Range-I, Poona under Col. No. ' 2 
the following shall be added: 

25 Wealth-tax-cum-Gift tax Circle, Poona. 

This Notification shall take effect from 1st Febru- 
ary, 1972. 

Explanatory Note: ! ’■ ffe-'*! 

This amendment has become necessary on account 
of creation of a new Circle, namely Wcalth-tax-cum- 
Gift Tax Circle, Poona in the Commissioner’s charge. 

(This note does not form part of the notification but 
is Intended to be merely clariflcatary). 

F. No. 21 (F. No. 261/3/72-ITJ) 

[No. 21/F. No. 261/3/72-ITJ. 1 
C. V. GUPTE, Under Secy. 

Hi fefe, 28 spmt, 1972 
ITRo 1332 — ETERT EfftfePT, 1961 

(1961 W 43) ftt HTOT 122 ftV REETTT (l) 
am smr feitfe re «fk REEft re few 

life EElft Tffff Eftt WE Wfeftf TT EEftl Efe Jft, %kk 
WEST WT ftftf Wffft Epfe 6-1-1971 ftt 
Ro 3(ff>T 0 2 6 1/ 8/ 70 wC E ) % HR ft HR, 5 TRN(u d [ 
Ro 176 ( 26 l/l6/71~W§ E), Erfe 8-6-1971 

«ftR JorRj^rrr Tfo 277 (et° 261 / 1 6 / 7 1 — e), 

RtO^sT 15-9-1971 5HT EET fetfilff, WT?fe E rrEEjTTT 
fdHp-f fecl ftfa REtWl ETET WTftj; : — 

’JdT /"j| — ■ 1 , r[ET % RTEft, TffPflr if 0 2 ft fft% f 
fft<-nfftPsTE 'Ji'lsl a 1 9' IT r 
2 5 UffTT-tfe-TMTi'T RfftH ^ET I 
Efl EfftgWrT 1-2-1972 It EEfe ^fe I 

[Ro 2l/9E° Ro 26l/3/72-?nfo ftk # 0 ] 
ftt° ?fro WTfffR I 


[Fart II — 


Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 29 th January, 1972 

S.O. 1333, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 122 of the Incofne-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling 
it in this behlaf, the Central Board of DTrect Taxdfe 
hereby makes the following amendments in the Sche- 
dule appended to its Notification No. 12 (F. No. 50/7/ 
6G-ITJ) dated 14th January, 1906 as amended from 
time to time, namely: — ■ 

In the said Schedule against — 

I, ‘Q’ Range, Calcutta, following shall be -substi- 
tuted — 

(i) Hundi Circle, Calcutta — 

(A, B. C, D, F, G & H— Ward) 

After ‘AE’ Range, Calcutta, following shall be 
added — 

I. ‘AF’ Range, Calcutta — 

(i) Hundi Circle, Calcutta — 

(E, I, J & K — Wards) . 

This Notification shall take effect from the T5t Feb- 
ruary, 1972. 

Explanatory Note: 

The amendment has become necessary on account 
of creation of ‘AF’ Range. Calcutta and consequent 
re-allocation of the A.A.C’s jurisdiction in West 
Bengal Charge. 

(This does not form a part of Notification but is 
Intended to be merely clariflcatory). 

[No. 25/F. No. 219/6/71-ITJ.] 

WRR 

~df fVulj 2 9 NRfr 19 7 2 

quo ?fr° 133 3- — mwe Rfafeur, 1 96 1 

(1961 TT 43) RTTT 122 ^ BWU 

( i ) am arm srfefe tt «ftr fern nfe 

wft mfr vnh ufern m fetff gu, wtst w 

spfe fffeU 14-1-1966 fefTgW Ro 12 
(rfiToRo 50 / 7 / 66 -Rk k Tl) % (HR, RTpTRBRT TT 

trqT Rrftffe, feRffeau ifufer 

TUffT t, : — 

th spjgjft ^T; — 

1. k’ Rr, TTTTrfT % RTR^T, fefifTfed fffff- 
TRlfTff frm RTRhT — 

(l) fpsY Rfer, WRIT — 

(% I5T, ff, R, R, El iflT Tf—Rtt) 

"m wwr ^ TiRiq;, feferlw Rfer 
RTTrrrT — 

1. % -ff’ kl TTOT — 

(|) #T RW — 

(?, H, KT Rk Z — Rli) 

Rj? 1-2-72 ?T JTfffe |fe I 

[Ro 25 -TRoRc 279/6/71~RTfo £to ®fo] 
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New Delhi , the 2 Zth February, 1972 

_S, O. 1334. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 0/1961! 
and all other powers enabling it in that behalf and in partial 
supersession , of the previous Notifications in this regard, the 
Central Hoard of Direct Taxes, hereby directs that the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax of the Ranges specified 
in Column t of the Sche lufe below shall perform their functions 
in respect of all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax and 
Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts speci- 
fied in the corresponding entry in column 2 thereof. 

Schedule 


Ran ges 

Income-tax Circles, Wards and 
Districts 


(T) 

(2) 


A-Range, Indore. . . (t) I.T.O., Central Circle, Indore 

(2) I.T.O., A-Ward, Indore- 
(?) I.T.O., C-Ward, Indore. 

(4) I.T.O., E-Ward, Indore. 

(sj I.T.O., H-Wardj Indore, 

(6) T.T.O., P-Ward, Indore. 

(7) T.T.O., Q-Ward, Tnilore. 

(8) I. T.O., Special Estate Duty- 
cum~ Income-tax Circle, In dor 

(9) I.T.O., Mhow. 


Range Income-tax Circles, Ward and 

Districts 

O) “ ' I2)' 


Ratlam Range, Ratlum. . (1) I.T.O., A-Ward, Ratlam. 

(2) I.T.O., B-Ward, Ratlam, 

(3) I.T.O., C-Ward, Ratlam. 

(41 I.T.O., A-Ward, Maridsaur 

(5) I. T.O., B-Ward, Alandsaur, 

(6) I.T.O., Alandsaur. 

A-Range, Jabalpur. . . fr! I. T.O., Central Circle, 

Jabalpur. 

(2) I.T.O., Special Estate Duty- 
cwm-Incomc-Tax Circle, 
Tabalpur. 

(3) I.T.O., E-Ward, Tabalpur. 

(4) I.T.O., E-Ward, Jabalpur. 

(5) I.T.O., A-Ward, Satna. 

(6) I.T.O., B-Ward, Satna. 

(7) I.T.O., C-Ward, Satna, 

(8) I.T.O.,D-Ward, Satna. 

11 ", iii p', Tabalpur, . . (1) I.T.O., Special Survey Cir- 

cle, Jabalpur. 

(2) I, T.O., A-Ward, Jabalpur. 

(3) I.T.O., Chhindwara. 

(4) I.T.O., A-Ward, Chhindwara 

(5) I.T.O., B-Ward, Chhindwara 

(6) I.T.O., A-Ward, Sagar. 


B-Rangc, Indore, 


Gwalior Range, Gwalior. 


Ujjain Range, Ujjain. 


A-Range, Bhopal 


B-Rangc, Bhopal. 


. (t! I.T.O., Special Survey Cir- 

cle, Indore. 

(2) I.O.T,, Special Investigation 
Circle, Indore. 

(3) T.T.O., B-Ward, Indore. 

(4) I.T.O., D-WarJ, Tndorc. 

(5) I.T.O., E-Wartl, Indore, 

(6) I.T.O,, G-Ward, Indore, 

(7) I.T.O,, J-Wttrd, Indore. 

(8) I.T.O., K-Ward, Tndorc 

(9) T.T.O., E-Ward, Indore, 
to! I.T.O., M-Ward, Indore. 

C T t h I.T.O., N-Ward, Indore. 

( T 2) I T.O , R-Ward, Indore. 

(iE I.T.O. Khargonc, 

ft! I.T.O., A-Ward, Gwalior 
' I T.O., B-Ward, Gwalior. 

(3) I.T.O,, C-Warj, Gwalior. 

E ^ f-T.O., D-Ward, Gwalior, 
I - T.O., E-Ward, Gwalior. 

I®} FT *3. F-Warj, Gwalior, 
v) J - -, b E , G-Ward, Gwalior 

(8) I.T.O., Guna. 


(1) I.T. 

(2) T.T, 

(3) I.T 
(4I I.T. 
fO I.T. 

(6) I.T. 

(7) I.T. 

(8) I.T. 


O., A-Wacd, Ujjain. 
O., B-Ward, Ujjain. 

■ O., C-Ward, Ujjain. 
O., D-Ward, Ujjain. 
O., E-Ward, Ujjain. 
.0., F-Ward, Ujjain. 
O., Dcwas. 

O., Dhar. 


fO J‘~ -b- Mill'd . Bhopal. 

( 2 ) I.T.O,, B-Ward, Bhopal 
(3^ I-T.O., C-Ward, Bhopal. 

(4) I.T.O., Vifisha 

(5) I.T.O., Tletul. 

I/RD., D-Ward, Bhopal. 
i 2 \ J-T.O., ^Ward,' Bhopal. 
X? F-Ward, Bhopal. 

I T.O,, A-Ward, Itarsi, 
P” A- W aril . Itarsi. 
i \ I.T.O., Khan, 

I- r.O., Khandwa. 

W fT.O., A-Ward, Khand' 
(91 I.T.O., R-Ward, Khand 


C- R mg' - , Jabalpur. 


D-R ngU Jabalpur. 


Raipur Range, Raipur. 


(1) I.T.O,, B-WarJ, Jabalpur. 
(2! I.T.O., C-Ward, Jabalpur. 
(3) I.T.O., D-Ward, Jabalpur. 
(4! I.T.O,, G-Ward) Jabalpur 

(5) I.T.O,, B-Ward, Sagar. 

(6) I.T.O., C-Ward, Sagar 

(7) I.T.O., D-Ward, Sagar. 

(r) I.T.O., H-Ward, Jabalpur. 

(2) I.T.O. , J-Ward, Jabalpur, 

(3) I.T.O., A-Ward, Katni, 
f4) I.T.O., B-Ward, Kami. 

(5) I.T.O,, C-Ward, Kami. 

(6) I.T.O., Damoh, 


(i) I.T.O., A-Ward , Raipur. 

(2! I.T.O,, B-Ward, Raipur. 

(3! I.T.O., C-Ward, Raipur. 

C4I I.T.O., D-Ward, Rmpur. 

(5) I.T.O., E-Ward, Raipur, 

(6) I.T.O., Administration and 
Collections, Raipur. 

(7) I.T.O., Administration, Rai- 
pur. 

(8) I.T.O., Collection , Raipur. , 

(9) I.T.O., Assessment I, Raipur 
(10) I.T.O., Assessment IT, 

Raipur. 

(ti) I.T.O., Assessment III, 
Raipur. 

(12) I.T.O., Assessment IV, 
Raipur. 

(13) I.T.O., Assessment V, Rai- 
pur. 

(14) I.T.O,, Assessment VI , 
Raipur.. 

(lO I.T.O., Rainandgaon. 

(16! I.T.O., A-Ward , Rajnand- 

smon. 

(17I I.T.O., B-Ward, RajnanJ- 
gaon. 

(18! I.T.O,, Bilaspur 

(19) I.T.O., A-Ward, Bilaspur 

(20) I.T.O., B-Ward, Bilaspur 

(21) I.T.O., C-Ward, Bilaspur. 

(22) I.T.O., A-Ward, Durg. 

(23! I.T.O., B-Ward, Durg. 
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Rang* Income-tax Circles, Ward and 

Districts 


(I) 

(3) 


(24) I.T.O., C-Ward, Durg 


'(25) I.T.O.i Raigarh 


(26) I.T.O., A-Ward, Raigarh 


(27) I. T-O, , B-Ward, Raigarh 


(28) I.T.O., Jagdalpur. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
stands transferred by this Notification from one Range to another 
Range, appeals arising out of assessments made in that Income-tax 
Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and pending immedi- 
ately before the date of this Notification before the Appellat 
Assistant Commissioner of the Range from whom that Income- 
tax Circle, Ward , District or part thereof is transferred, shall, 
from the date this Notification shall take effect, be transferred to 
and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the 
Rang* to whom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
is transferred. 

This Notification shall take effect from 1st March, 1972. 

Explanatory Note 

The amendments have become necessary on account of 
creation of two new ranges and consequent revision of Appellate 
Assistant Commissioners, jurisdiction in the Commissioner's 

Charge, 

(The above note does not form part of the Notification 
but is intend'd to be merely clarificatory), 

[No. 37/F. No.261/7/72— ITJ] 

28 qnwft, 197 2 

TTRo Wto 1334. — STFFR qfafWT, 1961 ( 1961 
tfff 43) ^ 6TKT 122 ^ 3TOKT (l) 3TTT Tfrf Rffw^T 
tfiT qk TfT fffffftT ffTvfl' HferRU 

m spfrff srk w tfesffsr Jf *r*ft ^ 

*f?r ffm: qffffeff 5RIW WK ffk 

fakr ^ffi t fo *fkr q^ft % 1 if faftfer 

^ 3 ff R^PHfT OTtTfiT qi^'W (qtfkf), ftHW 2 ff 

Jjft if Mfffk? WA’hK ffkf *fk 

fjffflr Jf (fiw Wk srfEffpff % fwt ffftrffkr KTfclfff 

ljk iffpcft sffk SWf fff ATNff tfkT I 



qppfiT fitki, srk 

1 

2 

tft-kr, ?«fk 

. (1) qmrqfsppTO, 

Rfkr, ^m'l t 1 

(2) qm ,7 'p* 

rt#, ?^k 1 

(3) 4 iFra< siftrakV, ff- 
ffff, ^kk 1 

(4) OT-TTT qftPfiTd ?- 

^kk 1 

(5) wm ^r- 

skk 1 


kff qpm qk 


(0 (2) 


(e) sitto: qfsmkt, tr- 
*kk 1 

(7) Jqfat?rrd T «r- 

3 ii, *kk 1 

( 8) WITT qftpfiTdr, fffWff 

RTff?T-l^y3|T-tTff- qTtpBT 

H'k’l < I 

(9) tmrfiT qftpfikt, 

^k ( 1 ) im-tHTT srfkrrkt, kr^kr 

lfkk 1 

(2) wrirz ufwrfr, fkwr 

fftVr, skk 1 

(3) wm srfOTrt^-, w- 
iil, *kk t 

( 4) qrtpfir wfarrfV, tr- 
ffri, nkl < 1 

(5) *TTffTT qfffTkt, v- 
mt, *kk i 

(6) v(W^r. srfrokV, Ts- 
ffif, Skk 1 

(7) srPFfn; *[- 

ffrf, skk 1 

(8) STTWT wfEmff, Z- 

*tt#, skk 1 

(9) wwc sjftpfikt, 5- 

ffit, *kk 1 

(10) qppfiT wftpfikV, $r- 
e|li, *kk I 

(11) HWR qffltfikt, «- 
ffT#, *kk I 

(12) siFran: qftnrrrft, tf- 

7 1 ^ , I 

(13) WWI qfsmfl, 

1 

( 1 ) sntpfn; qftpffkfr, tp- 
Tri, Tffrkrtn: i 

(2) qid'bc qfepnk)-, «r- 
mt, NrfvPlT i 

(3) qTtppr wfgffrk)', ff* 
ffrt, ^iRp-K 1 
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/T-T 


(0 


( 2 ) 


0) (2) 


( 4 ) 5 TPRR mftRTlO, H- 
mi, *mfNTO 1 

(5) herr 9 » 

mi,^lkHK I 

( 6 ) m 
f mi .’'Wfcrc 

( 7 ) b- 
mi, *mfw*: 1 

( 8 ) mnm Nf^nrt, ’pm i 

(1) fw ^rffermTTti 

mi, 1 

(2) mraraR srfiFPrfrj ^- 

mi, 1 

(n) hurr 'crfs^rO, »r- 
mi, ' 3 '*^pt 1 

(4) wtttr trftnrnft, sr- 

mi, 1 

(5) tor srfarrft, a-- 
mi-R 3 ^T i 

(e) toet wfwrft, h- 
mi, 1 

(7) mwT’rftRrrft, &mr i 

( 8 ) wm mfsnprfy, hr i 

. , (1) hfrr srftRrtr, «ft- 

mi, h'rth 1 

(2) wnRR^wftRsrft, v- 
mi, HhRr i 

(3) HTtRR HftPFRt, H- 
mi, hWth 1 

(4) wr f¥mni 

(5) WR mfsRRft, I 

’T— ffTTTH . (l) STHRR H- 

mf, TRET |1 

(2) TOR wftpmit, S- 
mi, hhth 1 

( 3 ) HR HR wIWRi H- 

i* mi, vVm 1 

(4) to 
mi, mRRft 1 

( 5 ) HTtRR Hftmfr, W’ 

mi, 1 

(9) HR mRHR mftRmft, 
^Rtm 1 


(7) hurr wftrfTfr, 
wn 1 

( 8 ) HTHR [mfa TO 0 T, Wb 

mi, hjtotY 

(9) hfrr mterO, ^ 

mi, 9 Rsm I 

THRnr^r, w . ( 1 ) wfrr irteRl', f- 

mi, Tcramr i 

( 2) hprr wrffeRrrft, «r- 

mi, ■Rr^Tur 1 

(3) hprr mfmprd', *r- 
mi, rrtpt 1 

(4) mi mftmfr, v- 

HTS, H’mfrC 1 

( 5) w< mfwTfr, h- 

mi, HmfR 1 

( 6 ) HPRR HftPPRt, 

H?mfR 1 

srnsrgT ( 1) wm mfHmrd, 

vifiUl 'jX I 

(2) rniNromftimRir, faw 

RTTm-BR^-rri hfrr 

hItot, i 

(3) vrw. HfaTOfr 
9 mi, ^prrr i 

(4) sturr wftrcnit, h- 
mi, i 

(5) hhrr mftRnit, m- 
mi, HHm 1 

( 6 ) HFRR miwit, 
mi, Hmrr 1 

( 7) herr srfHmrtY, *r- 

mi, hhht 1 

(a) muRR mftRnit, h- 
mi, Hmrr i 

^r-^r, j r t i t (1) hhrr wftRHit, fanh 

HmfRT Hfror, srmry: i 

(2) hfrr mftRnit, m- 
mi, srmmjR 1 

( 3) hrrr HftRniV, 
ftjpRTST I 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


(0 


( 2 ) 


(4) f#c 
qr#, fe^rrsT 1 

(5) vtor srfaqrft, n-. 
qrj, f^rr^T i 

(e) vpm 
hftc l 

t-% 5RH3T ( 1) *nim; vfaqnff, w- 

qT$, 1 

( 2) smm Hfaqrrfr, *r- 

qr#, i 

(3) viw vfaqrfr, *r- 

qri, i 

(4) srnm wfHqrnft, ®-. 
qri, vdc-fir 1 

(5) srnFFT qfq't'Ffr, qr- 
qrs, HRT I 

( 6 ) snwt wPw rft, q- 
qi$, HPR s 

(7) srrqqn: vfaqnfr, «r- 
qr# ( HFR I 

h-^ 3 ;, othjt (1) vftct vfwft, sr- 

qr#, I 

(2) wi srftrqrft, ^r- 

qrs, 1 

(3) srr ,qrc wfqqrrfr, v- 
qrr, q^ft 1 

(4) wqqrr srfwrft «stt 
qr?, qra^fV 1 

(5) vrqqrr srfaqrd, T- 
qii, q^fft 1 

(e) sflw; vftpFK)', 

s*ft$ 1 

trj?; ^r, Travel (1) otr sTftpflRV, q>- 

qri^Trag* . 

(2) sriwc srfenFrcl - , *s- 
qri, Tnrgq; i 

( 3) *mw< wftpntt, q- 
qii, THT^ I 

( 4) snqqrc vfaqrrfr, *- 

qr#, 1 

( 5 ) wqq^r ^rPiqiT^V, &■ 

qr#, tt^ i 


( s) ww< vfwfr, jtht- 
sftr tfiftpr, trjt 1 

( 7) simr ^rfereTd, 
sraror, tftjt i 

( 8 ) wr wftnprtt', hit* 
?°t, tr^: 1 

( 9) vum: vfaqrrfr, fquf- 

7 [<Jl l, -uq^r | 

(10) vwqrc qfqqjft', frqf- 

Vq 2, TR'JT I 

(11) vmrv: TrfqqTrft, Praf- 
m, 3, trtt: 1 

(12) wqq^srfeRFrO-, fqqf- 
tdt 4, tftjt 1 

(13) <miw< wftrrrf)', 

fatafor, 5 , TRTTT | 

(14) wmr< tr fe q.rO, fotrt- 

T°T 6, TR^T I 

(is) smm tr fe qrfr 
WFqqtq i ' 

(16 ) tnqq.i vfeqnfr, 

qr-qri, TRRq^rlq' i 

(17) vm\ trfeqrrO, 

w-qrt, TnspFHriq' i 

(is) tnqqrr * 1 ^. 0 , 

(19) *rraq*: trfeqrfr, 

qr-qitf, fqwrcrjr i 

(20) VI W< tr feq.rO '; 

qr-qri r q wf< i 

(21) vmqn: trfeqrO-, 

q-qri, fanra^ i 

(22) srrwi; vfeqrO, 

q?-qTt,q;if I 

(23) wrw< vfeqrO', v- 
*rrf, $*t 1 

(24) vrqqn; vfeqrO, q- 
qrtjj’f 1 
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( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


(25) W't stfaqrrft, 
Trqq? 1 

( 26) srnr^ qftmft, 
T-dia , <Jq' J l4 I 

(27) WPR srfqqqft, 
sr-qri, wr? 1 

( 28) vpt+t qftmfr, 

5PK^ | 


*q qftFjqqr jto qrt£ srmr qt%q, qr$ qT 
fsrvrr qT qqn qftf ?r ^qt^sr qrt ^r^rfr^r 

qqi iff q^ri qq etppft qt%q, qri qi 1 %% qr qqqi faqft 

qTff it fjptr *TC[ fffisfiT'qf % Tf^rTF-f WT STM, 

qt qq qftsrgprqr qrffa ?r q^r qq ^ fsrqfr 
’ctpfft qf%q, qrt qT frraT qr qqqq *Ft| wq srqrfrq 
qrr f^qr qqi q$rq«F w)li (q'ftq) % qrfFrq 
qt, W qfsr^rrr % Turfr §T% qfr (filter q qq tq %, 
fqqqrt ^tq qfaq - , qte qr fV^rr qi w ^ qw qqrftq 
qrr f^qqr|,q^rq^w^qq (wqVq) qitqrqfter £t 
srupfr, qt qq% qtsqq ?r qqqqrft Ttqr i 

q$qfsr$qqr 1 qnt, i 972 %srqFtft $tet i 

[q° 37 (qqo q» 26 1/7/72— srr£o qfo sfto] 


Ci) ( 2 ) 


3. Income-tax Circle, Mattancherry. 

4. Income-tax Circle, Erankulam. 

5. Companies Circle, Ernafculam. 

6. Salaries Circle, Ernakulam. 

7. Central Circle, Ernakulam. 

8. Estate Duty Cum Income-tax Circle, 
Ernakulam. 

9. Special Survey Circle, Ernakulam 
(since abolished)ln respect of persons 
who have their principal place of 
business in or reside within the 
jurisdiction of the Income-tax Circle, 
mentioned above. 

TRICHUR . 1. Income-tax Circle, Palghat. 

2. Income-tax Circle, Tnchur. 

3. Income-tax Circle, Alwaye. 

4. Special Survey Circle, Brnakulant. 
(since abolished) in respect of persons 

who have their principal place of 
business in or resides within the 
jurisdiction of the Income-tax Circle 
mentioned above. 

5. Central Circle, Trichur (since 
abolished). 

TRIVANDRUM , 1. Income-tax Circle, Trivandrum. 

2. Salaries Circle, Trivandrum. 

3. Companies Circle, Trivandrum 
(since abolished) 

4. Incometax Circle, Quilon. 

5. Income-tax Circle, Allcppey. 

6. Special Survey Circle, Ernakulam. 
(since abolished) in respect of 

persons who have their principal 
place of business in or reside within 
the jurisdiction of the Income-tax 
Circle mentioned above. 

7. Special Investigation Circle, Tri- 
vandrum (since abolished). 


S. 0 . 133s — In exercise of the powers conferred by Bub-section 
(1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and 
of all other powers enabling it in that behalf and in supersession 
of all previous notifications in this regard, the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioners of Income-tax, of the Ranges specified in column 
1 of the Schceule below shall perform their functions in respect 
of all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax or super-tax 
in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts specified in the 
Corresponding entry in the column 2 thereof : — 

Schedule 


Range Income Tax Circle, Ward & 

District 

(1) C*> 


CALICUT i- Income-tax Circle, Cannanore. 

2. Income-tax Circle, Calicut. 

3. Companies Circle, Calicut. 

4. Special Survey Circle, Erankulam 
(since abelished) in respect of persons 
who have their principal place of 

business in or reside within the 
jurisdiction of the Income-tax Circles 
mentioned above. 

5. Estate Duty Cum Income-tax Circle, 
Calicut. 


ERNAKULAM . 1. Income-tax Circle, Kottayam. 

2. Income-tax Circle, Tirualla. 


2. Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands trnasferred by this notification from one Range 
to another Range, appeals arising out of the assessments made 
in that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and 
pending immediately before the Appellate Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Income-tax of Range from that Income-tax Circle, 
Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, from the 
date tills notification shall take effect, be transferred and dealt 
with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range 
to whom the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is 
transferred. 

3. This notification shall take effect from 1-3-72. 

Explanatory Note 

This amendment has become necessary consequent on creation 
of a new Range of A.A.C. of Income-tax in Kerala Charge. 

(This does not form part of the notification and is intended 
to be merely clarificatory) . 

[No. 39 (F. No. 261/8/72-ITJ] 

<$qo 1 . 335 — imqqiTqfqfqqq, 1961 ( 1961 qq 43 ) 

vt otu 122 qqura ( 1) qqnr stth wfqqqf qq 
qq fqfqn qqqit qq«t qqr% quft qqt sqq qfteqfqq spite 
qiFt gq w q^F# ir qtft ^ qfq^'dmt qrt wfqfoq 
sfFeT fir, SffqSrT sfte n-K^fn.1 fq^I ^TT | Pu 
ffrq % Ffpq 1 if Mqferr ^ % q^rnr snqqr^ 

qpjqq ( 5 pftu),qq%qrFT 2 it qfqqqit srfqfe ir fqfq rf 
fatW qiq'+T qf%qt, qrsf wk A qiqqq; qr qfqq; 
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% tfe pTBrTfrcT ^ «rfefef wfr 5nrff m* if *fer 

TT TITTR : — 

^ stfith lifer, mi tiYt fern 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

spftffaH 1. SITWT TlfeT, ^TRT 

2 . mnm Rlfer, wirffer 

3. <t>*-4»fl 

4. feffa Tfesrn’ irffeTi do f ij'i h 

TRnrfeT ^rr fen <hi mi 
stTfenff ^idd ffefe ^T'<«ii c 
1JW P4Hf -dH -O+d WITT 

Trfwf # ?iftnFTfen if ^ m sft. 
3Tt% TffeT T?% t < 

5. HtRm-T[W-ffe-NTWT nffel, 
TddfeT 

q^f^rrr i. wr Rf%u, «hfeThra 

2 . stromr nfcr, femm 

3. WI Rf%H, HtPTW - 

4. tHM+T if fed , '(H 'f'tp'lh 

5. “hit) fit tlfeel, feWjRo 

6. ^cTT fifecl, iprf^PT 

7. 4>hTl4 Hferr, pfajTBT 

8. H HI 41-5^— <^-~i[T4 °t> T h!V.1, 

9 . feifn ur^<fr o T Trffer, (fe 

t3?rnfer 'FT fen mn ^) mr 
mfefef mmr fefe 

tFT RW PTFT gnffel WRT+T 
nfer nfwrfccrr if | m 3ft 
4tt "ft iftfiTT ^ I 

fj >5^; i. wrrtt nf%n, TTmu 

2. srrWT nfer, fewr 

3 . nrwrnfer, wsrmt 

4. fefe swot nfen tfejm? (fe 

^rmfev fen <imi ^) 
mfepff 4?f 5ti«(d ffefe sfTTWT 
nn tot trtr ^rdw nTwr 
nfer 4 ?f srfawfen if t m 3ft 
^rfe ntnr T^it 1 1 

5 . %fen nf%w, fejr (fe Ufinfer 
wx fen mn $ ) 

f^ijr; i{ l. nwrr nffer, 

2 . nf%N, fafesm 


(0 ( 2 ) 


3. TTPT’ft nfen, fsfes-H (^ft^nrfer 

'FT fen mn ^) 

4. nTTTrT nffer, 'Fsrftn 

s. nrwrnferr, wfe-tt 

6. fen wn nffer, Tfejnn ( 3 ft 
YRnfer n>r fen w |) 
^fefei vt rtrr ftfe «frrrmT 
RT tRiUPMlR 44 Tltyf NPRIT Tlfeefl 
Ft nfeiifei if | nr 3ft gn% 
■ntfiT T?nr | 

7. fejfe nfenr nfer, (nt 

Tr TfeT*FTfen W|) 


2 . n?T ?n nffejnrr nnu nfi nra-nr nfer, mi 
nr ffen m ntf nrn n-F rn ^ pi in ^ nnrfer wx 
fim nnr ^ nnr nn ?rmm nii n, nri nr fei nr x*\ 4» nm 
if fer nrr fnaferf % q-pTHm^nm ^5t nff#, nt m 
nfejnnr nl' nrfr'a n stf nn in %, fnnn n$ nmnT 
nf%n, nri nr fnm nr nn^r nm smfer ^t fen nnr 
t, Hi?mn nmnr nifrn (nitn) % nnn nffen nf, p 
nRr^nnT % nnrnf rfti nr nritg n nn in %, fnrfet w 
nfen, mi nr fnnr nr nnnr nrf nrn nnrfe «ft fnnr nnr 
| nprv nrnnr (nnfn) nr n^nfe ft nt nr^nf nt nni 
rnmn if mrnnfe ntnr ; 

3 . n^ nfirg;nnr 1 - 3-72 n nnfe nfnf 1 

[rfo 39 (no no 261 / 8 / 72 -wio ifo ^ 0 ] 

S.O. 1336. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tajc Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), and of all other powers enabling 
it in this behalf and in supersession of all the previous 
Notifications in this regard, the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioners of Income-tax of the Ranges specified in 
Column 1 of the Schedule below shall perform their 
functions in respect of all persons and income^ assessed 
to income-tax and Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles, 
Wards and Districts specified in the corresponding 
entry in Column 2 thereof: 

Schedule 


Range Income-tax Circles, Wards & 

Districts 

(I) (2) 


Central Runge-I, Calcutta . C-ntral Cirde-I, V, VII, X, 

XXII. XXIII, XXXI, XXIX, 
XXVII and Collection-I. 

Ce nral Range-H, Calc ilia . Ceriral Clrcle-II, VI, XII, XIX, 

XXV, XXVIII, XXX, XXXII, 
XXIV and Collection-II. 

C tntral Range-Ill, Calcutta Central Cirdc-III, IV, XIV, 

XVI, XVII, XXI, XXVI, 
XX, XV, XVIII and Collec- 
tion-Ill, 


Sec. 8 (it, , 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JtJNE 3, 1972/JYAISTHA 13, ?H94 2657 


Central Range- IV, Calcutta. Central Circle-VIII, IA r , A'TII 

XXXIII, XI. 


Where an Income-tax Circles, Ward or Districts 1 r part 
thereof stands transferred by Ups Notification from one Range to 
another Range appeals arising out of assessments made in that 
Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and pending 
immediately before the date of this Notification before the Ap- 
pellate Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the Range from 
whom that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof 
is transferred shall, from the date of this Notification shall take 
effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of Range to whom the said Circles, Ward or 
District or part thereof is transferred. 

This Notification shall take effect from 1st March, 1972. 

Explanatory Note : 

The amendments have becomej necessary on account 
of creation of new charge of Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
known as Appellate Assistant Commissioner, Rangc-IV, Calcutta, 
within the charge of the Commissioner of Income-tax (Central; 
Calcutta. 

(The above Note does not form part of the Notification but 
is intended to be merely clarillcttory). 

[No. 40/F.N0. 261/5/72-IT] 

t$Y° 13 36. — U1W YfafaffY, 1961 

( 1961 «PT 43) *ht 9TIT 122 # YYYTY (l) IGT YYY 
wfocRff *61 sftT YY fafYtT YYRf YY4 YYFf YTvft Y*ff 
yr vrfeff *6i spfrn gY iftiw yefy 

*6T Yfafer vifr fpf, spror sfti 
tT^STTI fa^fl I ?fl% *ft % YRY 1 if 

ft ft E re M % y^fr srmr yy% khr 

2 Jr YcYTFfr Yfafe Jr far-irw w *6T nfeff, yiy? 

Yk ftrvff Jf vftty sftr wfsR>r % fYtr 

iilfFlhf Y^ YlYf % ^ if YYY *61 YTY'T : — . 





YTY * 6 T, fif'bTi, YTY yIt f%% 

(0 

( 2 ) 

“fwifltl ^ivl — 1 , * 6 Y- 

%YffY Yf%Y — 1, 5, 7, 10, 

* 6 YT 

22, 23, 31, 29, 27*^^^- 

I 

Yf%Y — 2, 6 , 12, 19, 

t Y — 2 , * 6 Y- 

« 6 YT 

25, 28, 30, 32, 3 4 yIt YY^Y 


— 2 1 

— 3, "Rf- 

Yf%Y — 3, 4, 14, 10, 

^vYT 

17, 21 , 26, 20 , 13, 1 8 YlY 


YY^Y — 3 l| 

— 4, « 6 Y* 

%YffY Yf%Y — 8 , 9, 13, 33, 

*RTT 1 

11 1 


vt^i ^r 1 arojftf ytyy>t rF+vi , yt 

f^mr yt yyyy *6t$ yty it*6 ^y *r ^ ^sr yY sRtfrar 

YYT $ Yqi YU YiM'bT Yf%Y, YTY YT fYvT *11 YY% 
f*Rfr jtty Jr fJpiT irt fdaf< u n % MPohm-t^rM y£ 

YT ’TY YfY^YYT Yt rfrd^ Yj5>6JT|£r YYt YY %, fYY% 

y^ yty*6 T Yf%Y ; yr jit f^rvrr yt yyyy *6 Tf yty Y^YffY 

*6T faYyiYT YfIY*6 YtYYRYFJYY % YYtff 

YfJYY Sft, W Yfa^YYT^ YYlYt ^TY '*6t YrftYr % YY ^T 
%, fFtu+f dati uf+id, YT fYYT YT YY*6T d'H YTY 


M tt Pth * 6 T fYYT YYT ei^ih'h YFJYY (srffH ) Y T d- 
fTY YR Yt Ylipft, ^fr YY% TF-YYT jf TTY Y1 fit TtYT 1 


Yf YftF^YYT I YTY, T971&YYT*ft$>ft 1 

[Yo 40 /yY° Yo 26 / 5 / 72 -YT§ ifo Yfo] 

S. 0 . 1337 . — In exercise of the owers conferred by sub-sec- 
tion(i)of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and 
of all other powers enabling it in that behalf, and in supersession 
of all previous orders, the CentrulBoard of Direct Taxes hereby 
d'rec to that the Appellate Assistant Commissioners of 
Income-tax of the Range specified in Column I of the Schedule 
below, shall perform their functions in respect of all persons and 
incomes assessed to Income-tax or Super-tax in the Income-tax 
Circle, Wards and Dlsricts specified in the corresponding entry 
in column 2 thereof ; 


Schedule 

Range 

Income-tax Circles, Wards and 

F t> 1 Districts. 

(t) 

(2) 


Poona Range-I, Poona. . I. D- Ward, Poona 

2. Additional D-Ward, Poona. 

3. G-Ward, Poona. 

4. Additional G-Ward, Poona, 

5. K-Ward, Poona. 

6. L-Ward. Poona, 

7. M-Ward, Poona, 

8. A-Wrd, Sholapur. 

9. B-Ward, Sholapur, 
xo. G-Ward, Sholapur. 

11. D-Ward, Sholapur. 

12. E-Ward, Sholapur. 

13. Collection Circle, Sholapur. 

14. I.T.O. Bars!. 

15. W. T. Circle, Poona. 

16. Special Investigation Circle, 
Poona. 

17. W, T. Cum-G.T. Circle, 
Poona. 

Poona Range-II, Poona. . 1. A-Ward, Poona. 

2. Addl. A-Ward, Poona. 

3. B-Ward, Poona. 

4. C-Ward, Poona. 

5. Addl. C-Ward, Poona. 

6. E-Ward, Poona. 

7. Addl. E-Ward, Poona. 

8. F-Ward, Poona. 

9. Additional F-Ward, Poona. 

10. H-Ward, Poona. 

11. J-Ward, Poona. 

12. Additional J-Ward, Poona. 

13. Company Circle, Poona. 

14. Additional Company Crclie, 
Poona, 

15. Central Circle, Poona. 

16. Collection Cfrcle-I, Poona. 
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(I) 


Poona Rangc-Il-Poona — contd 


A. A, C., Kolhapur Range. 
Kolhapur. 


A.A.C., Nasik Range, Nasik. 


A.A.C., ThanaRang e )ThaUa 


(2) 


17. Collection Circle-II, Toona. 

18. Collection Circle-IU, Poona. 

19. Collection Cirecle-IV, Poona. 

20. Collection Circle-V, Poona. 

21. S.S.C.Popna. 

22. Saliries & Refunds, Poona. 

23. G.H.Q., Poona, 

24. Additional S.S.C., Poona. 

1. I, T.O., A-Ward, Kalhapur. 

2. I, T.O., B-Ward, Kolhapur. 

3. I.T.O., C- Ward, Kolhapur. 

4. I.T.O., D-Ward, Kolhapur. 

5. I. T.O., E-Ward, Kolhapur. 

6. I.T.O., F-Ward, Kolhapur 

7. I.T.O., G-Ward, Kolhapur. 

8. I.T.O., H-Ward, Kolhapur. 

9. Collection Circle, Kolhapur. 

10. Collection Circle-T, Kolhapur 

11. Collection Circle-II, Kolha- 
pur. 

13. I.T.O.,RatnagirS. 

13. A-Ward, Satara, 

14. B-Ward, Satara. 

15. C-Ward, Satara. 

16. I.T.O., A-Ward, Sangli. 

17. I.T.O., B-Ward, Sangli. 

18. I. T.O., C-Ward, Sangli. 

19. I. T.O., D-Ward, Sangli. 

20. Collection Circle, Sangli. 

1. A-Ward, Nasik 

2. B-Ward, Nasik. 

3. C-Ward, Nasik. 

4. D-Ward, Nasik. 

5. E-Wtud, Nasik. 

6 . F-Ward, Nasik. 

7. Collection Circle, Nasik- 

8. Collection Cir c le-I, Nasik. 

9. Collection Circle-II, Nasik. 

10. A-Ward, Malegaon. 

11. B-Ward, Malegaon 

12. A-Ward, Dhulia. 

13. B-Ward, Dhulia. 

14. C-Ward, Dhulia. 

15. Collection Circle, Dhulia. 

16. A-Ward, Jalgaon 

17. B-Ward, Jalgaon. 

18. C-Ward, Jalgaon. 

19. D-Ward, Jalgaon. 

1 . A- W ard. Than a. 

2. Additional A-Ward, Thana 

3. B-Ward, Thana 

4. C-Ward, Thana 

5. D-Ward, Thana, 

6. E-Ward, Thana 

7. F-Ward, Thana. 

8. G-Ward, Than a. 

9. H-Ward, Thana. 

10. J-Ward, Thana. 

It. K-Ward, Thana. 

12. Collection Circle-I, Thana. 

13. Collection Circle-II, Thana. 

14. Special Survey Circle. Thana 

15. Addl. Special Survey Circle, 
Thana, 

16. Recovery Circle-Ill, Thana 

17. Palghar Circle, Falghat 

18. A-ward, Pan ve I . 

19. B-Ward, Panvcl. 

20. C-Ward, Pnvel. 

21. A-Ward, Ahmednagar, 

22. B-Ward, Ahmednagar. 

23. C-Ward, Ahmednagar. 


Explanatory Note : 

This amendment has become necessary for re-allocation of 
work among the Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Income 
tax in the Charge, 

(The above Note does not form part of the Notification but 
is intended to be merely elarificatory). 


[To. 41/F. No. 261/3/72-ITJ] 


B*To 1 338- — 1961 ( 1 96 1 

43 ) SIRT 122 ^ STURT ( 1 ) JTRJ SPRT tufrffiff 
TIT RTT fdfHtl 3RT% TTPfl fRft SFT 

W W1BT TTfJ grr, SfK JRfJ BTW FT Jrffflw TTTj 

gtr, T-fk wm tTcR^rcr f# Rit £ % ?fr% »jfr 

5FTf|Tfr % T ifFff 1 %■ BgTTT STFFfR ?Jr^RT 

(spflef), Td '-tJ 2 ^ BpPJFtI Suffer JJ fTfafai'T 

WTO THf tfR tV-iT if BlTTf TT SjfsWK % farr 

<-r4J itrfddtrf zftx uivf % tit Jr sn^ a^rr 

TTPFT : — 




^Sf 

otbtr b1%vj, mi jflr faJr 

1 


2 

gwr^r-i, yrr 

1 . 

T-TTT, JdT 


2 . 

wfafRET T-Tli, JBf 


3 . 

®-mi, TFT 


4. 

Rl PtTd — TTjf j 'pi r 


5 . 

z--mi, ’jrr 


6. 

s-Tri, 


7. 

T-TCf, JBT 


8. 

T— Tpi, VlIvllJT 


9. 

<4-71 J, gflwTJT 


10. 

n-ni, 


1 1. 

otVpjt 


12. 

yftprFjT 


13. 

uitgtjr BfW, tffmiT 


14. 

NRFfR wfshFRl, 


! 5. 

sft 3R Bfer, ^rr 


16. 

fTWT SRTTti BfTR, tjBT 


17. 

BT TT-ttT-^PTFT Brf%37T, 

^TT 2, r f T 

1. 

T-TTi, ^rr 


2 

?ifrrfw t-ttj, g-<rr 


.3, 



4. 

<t— T ry, tpn 


5. 

'TfTp'WT irr 


This order shill take a.fcc r fro u ut M trch, 1 972 . 
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1 

2 

1 

2 

^ — . — ’ — < 


6. 3-— <41 •*', yiT 


17. sctwt srfaFnY, ’n-^ri 


7. srfofw T-TT^, ^frr 


mmt 


8. ^-WT#, 


is. qiw srftnpnt, i r-*rrf, 


9. sdrrf^T ^rr 


wrat 


io. ar-roi, yrr 


19 . ?nw7 srfa'PTfy sf-qrt, 


1 1. ^r— qrf, ^ii] 




i 2 . uf fw 3=r*-*r$, ^rr 


20. TOTT^T Hf%?r, HTWf 


1 3. 

fllJTW ?TTW 

1. ^-4Ti, qrftrp 


1 4. V Pdf^T aFTTq-fft tffcgr, 9pT 

(*rfrr), qTto 

2 . sr-mi, mfm; 


15. ^TT 


3 . *r-.*ri, qrrffrqr 


16. m^r ?rfw-i, ^tt 


4. *r-srr#, -rrPw 


17. wv%*r flfw-2, 57TT 


5 . ¥~arri, 'Trf’rqr 


18. wf%oT-3, g^fl 


6. ■q-qrr, Hrftror 


1 9. trfw-4, yrr 


7 . toto yf^'^f, 4 tIw 


20. ?ni^W ifTpfiTf- 5, yrr 


8. n%sr-i, 


21. Wt nf%H, 3?TT 


9 . wr^jr d%^r,- 2 , qrfe^r 


22. tcPT sfh: TO'nft *rf%w, ^rr 


1 0 . qr-rof , TO%rq 


23. 5fIo W{«, yn 


1 1 . qr-^Tt, TO^nrfq 1 


24. srfafw faita ?rfw ( 


12 . «p-Tri, (jPhtt 


FT 


1 3 — 5ffi, ^ Pd 4 1 

Win 

1. ’ufa+TtV, 'P— 4T¥, 


14 JT-qrl, qfspTT 

(<rfar),*fe5r- 



15 . HCfiT ni%gr, qfsrqr 


2 . wm ur-srrl', 


1 6. q>-?rrf , sr^q+q, 




1 7 . *y-arr¥, wriq 


3. wfWrft, *r-qii, 


1 8. qr-qr#, ^Jifa 




1 9. «i— TT#, aTTrqfa 


4 . «nw: srftpFRt, w-qrrf, 

TOfUTCT 

1. qr-TOi «THT 



(wflW), 'THT 

2 . uPrfrrr qr-qri 1 tt ; tt 


5. wt+< ®-«rri, 

^3T, «rrq7 

3. ST-TOf, ‘TT'TT 




4 . j T-qrt, «rpn 


e. *rm< srfsmtf, 'q-qri 1 , 


5. N— TTT, «TFH 




6. qr-rr 


7. TOR wftPPRV, awni, 


7 . 'qr-qii, «rrrr 




8 *TRT 


8. wm nfsRrrd, sr-qrr, 


9 . 3r-qr# nrm 




1 0 . 3t-to#, «fprr 


9. *nr^T Hf%H, 


11. «TPTT 


10 . Trf%w-i, 


12, sa1%sr-i, «rrqT 


11. UTI^*! fllw-2, 


13. Hq|<T »ri%«r-2, «TTHT 


1 2 . ssrrEFpr wftrlT 


14 Ml ; T%JT qf%H, «H'Tr 


13. Wi-yii, JTWT7J 


15 . *rRrfr«T fkm 


1 4. TTTOU 


«IHT 


1 5 . n-qrt, fwirr 


16. Aim 


A b< +' — l^ ; 


17. 'TUm, TFm 




18. qr-*rr#, TOf^r 
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1 2 


1 9. RT-RTf , ffffffR 

20 . R-Rii, wra 

21. RT-RTt, ^RRffR? 

22 . r-rt#, 

23. R-Rli, R^RTERT 


wfegRRi l ttt#, 1972 if tmuff 1 

|ffo 41 (iroiio 26l/3/72^nfo ^oar^l 

New Delhi, the ut March, 1972 

S.O 1338. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income -tax Act, 196 1 (43 of 
1961) and of all other powers enabling it In this behalf and in 
partial modification of Board’s Order No. 193 /(F. No, 261/1 5; 
70-ITJ) dated 3-12-1970 and 234/(P.No. 261/15/71-17 T) dated 
28-7-71, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the 
Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the Ranges 
specified in column 1 of the schedule below, shall perform the 
functions In respect of all persons and in comes assessed to Income- 
tax or Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles/Wards and Districts 
s pedfled in the corresponding entry in column 2 thereof : — 

Schedule 


Range Income-tax Wards & Districts 

Circle i** 


B -Range, Baroda. 1. Circle I, Wards; B,C, D,E, & F, Baroda 

2. Circle II, Wards: D, E. F. G. H &I, 

3. Petlad Circle Baroda 

4. Broach Circle 

5. No.dlad Circle 

6. Anand Circle. 


This notification shall take effect from 1-3-72. 

Explanatory Note 1 

The amendment has become necessary on account of creation 
of one new circle at Anand In the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note does not form part of the notification but Is 
intended to be merely clarlflcatory) 

[No. 42/F, No, H6il4 r 72-ITJ] 

1 ffpf, 1972 

tTRo'sfto 1338. — 1981 ( 1 961 

eti 43 ) qStuirr 122^^11 ( 1 ) arrcr rrr vrfeiRf 
Rff <ftT W WUT Rr 4 RffFf Rtff ^StfelRf 

Rff Tpftff sfe fftf % RFfe Tto^ioa’: (iffo Ro 

r 26l/l9/70-RT^ fflfter 3-12-1970 234 : 

(iffo tfo ~26l/l 5/71— WTf €t $) ffrfhr*28-7-7l 

E?f RTffff: RffRrpTO - *67^ gif, %uffR sfd'iff RiT =Tli RR^lTCT 

Pfeir for | ftr Eft % *tFR i ft fftfftffo? 
foff % R^TRET R7WT RPJEff (STfer), FTPR 2 ft 
Eft nfpffffft srfftfe ft fftfftfW Rpfot Riftf ftfr 


forftt ft rtr rt si0m % fair Proffer nftf *RPfR$ 

FlRl ^ «f|} if Rffft %'i’SRI RiT ETHR Rfef — 

fol RTRRR ffffor 

fflJ fftft 

RT— <4 s'! 3 1 1. tilei't.vf— l 

RT, R, R, S sfe R 

2. Rfer-2, 

Rtf, RT^RT 1 

R, *, R, r$, R 

3 . teiR gfer 

4 . Rffa nftro 1 

5. RTfRRTR Rffol I 

6. RFFR 1 

SI RT^, R^\RT 1 


R? 1-3-72 ft ffffpft jftfff I 

[ffo 42 /rrc Re 26 i/ 4 / 72 — srrfo £fo ^o] 


New Delhi, the 2nd March, 1972 

S. O. 1339 In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec- 

tion (1) of section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following imend- 
ments in the Schedule appended to its notification No. no /(F. 
No. 261/8/71-ITJ) dated the 5th April, 1971 as amended from 
time to time, namely : — 

In the said Schedule for the entries ; — 

"A-Range, Jodhpur. 1. A,C and D-Wards, Jodhpur. 

2 . Companies Circle, Jodhpur. 

3. Special Survey Circle, Jodhpur. 

4. Income-tax Wards and Circles, Pali, 
and 

5. Income-tax Wards and Circles at 

Jalore. 

B-Range, Jodhpur.’ . 1. Income-tax Wards and Circles with 
Headquarters at Jodhpur other than 
those allotted to A-Range, Jodhpur, 

2. Income-tax Wards and Circles, 
Nagaur. 

3. Income-tax Wards and Circles at 
Barmer. 

The Following shall be substituted : 

“Jodhpur Range, x. Income-tax Wards and Circles with 
Jodhpur. Headquarters at Jodhpur. 

2. Income-tax Wards and Circles at 
Pali. 

3. Income-tax Wards and Circles at 
Jalore. 

4, Income-tax Wards and Circles at 
Nagaur. 

5, Income-tax Wards and Circles at 
Barmer. 

This notification shall take effect from 2-3-72. 

This amendment has become necessary on account of the 
amalgamation of the two ranges ‘A’ and ‘B’ at Jodhpur In 
the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above n ote does not form part of the Notification bu 1 
is ip tended to be merely clarlflcatory). 

[No. 44/ F. No. 26i/io/72-ITJJ 
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Tf 2 RT#, 1972 

ttRo 5 Tto 1339 . RTRTTRflfRm, 1961 ( 1961 

tfiT 43 ) STHT 122 apt WJTCT ( l) £TO RRU Tlfenff 
*PT (jk IfR RiRt'cT d-HR TTTT RT^ft ’H r ^ TTflrPTt 

wftcTrfti? 5 srshr, 
1971 ^ 'Erfagw Ho 1 10 (95TO Ro 26l/8/71:?nfo 
^to ) % RTR RrpT-RRR TT RRT RTfrfatT IFjgpft 
R Q^r?JKT fRR fi-i Pikt RRtRR ‘fi-tdl |) : — 


in the Income-tax Wards, Circles and Districts specified in the 
corresponding entry in Column 2 thereof : — 

Schedule 


Range with Head Income-tax circles. Wards & Districts. 
Quarters. 


i. Gauhali Range 1 . i. A-Ward, Addl. A-Ward, D-Ward, 

E-Ward & Special Ward of Gauhati 
Circle. 


rw Jf, — 

“PP — kf, kff'JT 1. T, RRk h Rk, RfajT I 

2. dH'-idt Rpti'R, I 

3 . MR PDfaU Rfkf, I 

4 . M ^ RF$ wk Rfkf, 

HusfV, 'irk 

5. RTR Wl Rf# Rk Rf%R, 

srivfk i 

— kr, sfrsrjr i. t — kr, Rkrjr k wiRfci 

rh Rrrt tfk Rfeff ?r 

ftfR RTR RiT RT$ ilk RpT+ri 
fd d JJPncfR R 

f I 

2. tfBT RFC Rli Rk Rf%R, 
RFik i 

3 - RTR TT Tri wk RfRwf, 

*rr?k: i" 

m Pi Ik 4) % frtr tt, PfHPiPaR stRurtPri Rft 
dktft : — 

"srtsnjT; kr, 1. rtr rr rf# Rk rPtr fkr% 


fjWrvPT RJsFJT 

# f 1 


2. RTR 


Rft 

qk 

RffTR, 

TMf 1 





3. WTR 

RJT! 

RTf, 

ilk 

Rf%R, 

'JtKik 1 





4. WTR 


rt3 

*rk 

Rf%vT, 

dlfik 1 





5. RTR 


RT$ 


frfkr, 


RT?*k i” 

R£ «TftJ$RRT 2-3-72 R SIRTRT ft'tt 1 


2. Gauhati Range II . i. All wards of Gauhati Circle exclud- 

ing those alloted to Gauhati Range I. 
2. Nalbari Circle. 

3- Agartala Circle. 

3. Shillong Range . x. Shillong Circle, Shillong. 

2. Salary Circle, Shillong. 

3. Special Circle, Shillong. 

4. Nowgong Circle. 

5. Silchar Circle. 

6. Karimganj Circle. 

7. Manipur Circle, Imphal, 


4. Jorhat Range 


5. Texpur Range 


1. Jorhat Circle. 

2. Dimapur Circle. 

3. Golaghat Circle. 

X. Texpur Circle. 
2. Dhubri Circle. 


6. Dibrugarh Range - 1 1. Digboi Circle. 

2. A-Ward, Dibrugarh Circle. 

7. Dibrugarh Range II 1, B-Ward, C-Ward of Dibraugarh 

Circle. 

2. Company Circle, Dibrugarh. 

8. Dibrugarh Range III 1. All Wards of Dibrugarh Circle 
excluding those allotted to Dibrugarh 
Rangc-I and Dibrugarh Rangc-II. 

2. Salary Circle, Dibrugarh. 

3. Central Circle, Dibrugarh. 

4. E.D.-cum-I.T, Circle Dibrugarh. 

5. Sibsagar Circle. 

9. Tiasukia Range. . 1. Tinsukia Circle. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward, or District or part thereof 
stands transferred by this notification from one Range to another 
Range, appeals arising out of assessments made in that Income-tax 
Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and pending immediately 
before the date of this notification before the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of the Range from whom that Income-tax Circle, 
Ward or District or part thereof is transferred shall, from the 
date this notification takes effect, be transferred to and dealt with 
by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Range to whom 
the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This notification shall take effect from 2-3-72. 


[r° 44(TT° R° 2«l/10/72-RTf°£k 3")] 

S.O.1340 — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section 
(1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) 
and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf and in super- 
session of all previous notifications in this regard, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of Income-tax of the Range, specified in Column 
1 of the Schedule below shall perform their functions in respect 
of all person* and income a xmmM to income-tax or super-tax 


Explanatory Note 

The amendments have become, necessary on account of 
reallocation of Appellate Assistant Commissioner’s Jurisdiction 
and creation of Range III at Dibrugarh and Range at Tinsukia 
in Commissioner’s Charge. 

(The above note docs not form a part of the notification, but 
is intended to be merely clarification). 

[No. 45 (F. No. 261/ 11/72 ITJ)] 
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wto 1340 — srfgfarq, 1901 

( 1961 qq 43 ) «TRT 122 qY ^ TUKT (l) 5 TO 

srror wfam qr r sr#lq fqfJm sqto qq*f spit# 

'TT^ft 5ET*fV Spq Srifapfi qi Ipftq 5R% gir ^ ^Rtrtj if 

Htfr ^ qt SrPtiP^d qTT# JtT, %7^q 5HJT?fT 

m< afii qci^Ki ftfafT #qr $ fa #t% qY sr^#* % 

i if %■ q^rqqi srmrr *tfjw («rfto), 

<Fcrw(T 2 Jr ^ rant yfdRd t Pqfdfeiy. wm qrr? , 
sfavff *fk toff Jr wm qi srfim % fatT forffaq 
mfr wrfapff tflx crrw?; % qfa $ sfar sqqf tt tt^pt 
*P^ t*TT — 

truFT nf%H, mi ?rfa faJr 

sffa sqq ’jwrra’q 


1 


1 

tfljfa qftor % q? — qri, 




ufdfan qi — qri q-qr$, 




s-qr# *ffc faifa mi 

2 

ql^frYtr -2 

1 

qtor % ir4V qii fto% 




^wi4dtq 1 qr> ?nqfai qr# 




t 1 



2 

HHqrfl'BtoT 



3 

^nRfFBT bRi<1 

3 

Optiq^i 

1 

ftrarq qf%w, fqpqfa 



2 

^ffqdtor, ftmtq 



3 

fqqtq qtor, fttHtq 



4 

qqqfafrtor 



5 




6 

■hCI-H'ivi' ?rf%vf 



7 

#fh, 

4 

atosrcYqrJ 

1 




2 




3 

hRiurid qtor 

5 


1 




2 

Cl ttR f d 

6 

1 

1 

farq'ri qftor 



2 

q— qii ; dRti 

7 

fii^fafa-2 

1 

qr— qj-tf, q— qri, P* <p qfaw 



2 

qfttot uftor Ps^i? ji 


1 

2 

a fYfnqYq-3 

1 Hfer % fuft qrt 

9 Piu^Ppmi Yq 

ftofY NwPTfT Y 3 ! — 1 

qftr fajvrj fjf — 2 qY qrqpid 
mi qfJ | i 

2 ^qq qfaq, 

3 fadfa qftor, fajqd 

4 qPTU-W’NT IT# NrTTv qpqq 
fy^qq 

5 fqqqw?: qfaq 

1 faqgfaqr qfaw 


^ w ufa^qqi ski qrt$ jpfi; qfavr, qn? jit fton 
qr q?tf qiq irq? Yq Jr Yq qY sjqrfar ?t mm 
5t q$f to iTFm qfavi, mi qr faJr qr ^cr% faqf qrq Jf 
tor q# fqufarf % fwJHwr qY qf qr s#r sifq^qqr 
# errffai Jr £fa q^Jr qq Yq %, faqir q$ qrqqn: nfasr, 
mi qt tor m rarrm q#^ qur £Rffer mx fan qqr $ q^rr- 
qq«n^(qqfa)%qwqfiqq «ff, w qpsr^qqr % rrqrqV 
qft mfrzr if qq q % ffafar qqq qfaq, mi m ton 
qTqqqqqrt§ *nq n-dkd q>r fan qqr % q^rnr srpjqq 
(q#tq) q# sqqfar mx #r qfaqt , q> qq% qr^r Jr 
q>i4qi^l qfan 1 


q? srftnjqqr 2 / 3/72 if stht^Y rM 1 


[q° 45(qrroito2i6/ii/72-?rr^o ] 

New Delhi, the 3 rd March, 1972 

S. O. 1341 111 exercise of the powers conferred by 

sub-section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf, the 
Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following amend- 
ments in the Schedule appended to its Notifications No. hi (F, 
No. 261/2/7Q-ITJ) dated the 22nd June, 1970 , as amended from 
time to time, namely : — 

I. In the said Schedule against B-Range, Madras , C-Range 
Madras, D-Range, Madras, F-Range, Madras and Range I, Coim- 
batore, under columns 1 and 2, the following shall be respectively 
substituted, namely : — 

- JA ’ 

B-Range, Madras. 1. Special Investigation Circle A 

Madras. t 

2. Special Investigation Circle ‘B’ 
Madras. 

3. Central Circle I to X, Madras. 

C-Range, Madras. Company Circle, I, Madras (all 

D-Range, Madras, I. Section) City Circle V, Madras 

2. Kancheepuram Circle (all Sec- 
tions). 

3. Cuddalore Circle (all Sections). 

4. Pondicherry Circle (all Sections). 

5. Tambaram Circle (all Sections-). 
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'^-Range, Madras. 1. Central Circles XI to XVII, 

Madras. 

2. Special Investigation Circles I 
and II, Madras. 

Range-I, Coimbatore. 1. Coimbatore Circle. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Coimba- 
tore. 

3. Company Circles I(all Sections), 
II and V, Coimbatore. 

4. Ootacamund Circle (all Sections). 

5. Estate Duty-cum-Income-tax 
Circle, Coimbatore. 

6. Excess Profits Tax Circles, 

Coimbatore and Erode. 

IT. In the said Schedule, the following new Ranges are 
added with corresponding entries under Columns 1 and 2. 
G-Range, Madras. 1. Hundi Circles I and II, Madras. 

2. Special Investigation Circle, 
Coimbatore. 

3, Central Circles I and II, 
Coimbatore. 

H-Range, Madras. 1. City Circle IV, Madras. 

2. Circle I, Coimbatore. 

3. City Circle I(all Sections), 
Coimbatore. 

I-Range, Madras. 1. City Circle III, Madras. 

2. Kumbakonam Circle (all Sec- 
tions), 

This notification shall take effect from 3-3.72. 

Explanatory Note 

This amendment has boecomc necessary on account of cre- 
ation of three new Appellate Assistant Commissioners’ Ranges 
known as G-Range, H-Range, and I-Rangc with headquarters at 
Madras and consequential reorganisation of the Appellate Assis- 
tant Commissioners’ Range. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification but 
is intended to be merely clarificatory). 

No. 47.(V. No. 261/6/72-ITJ) 

Tf fa?rT,3 Tm 1972 

^0 WV 1341 - — TRUPT TfrfTTT, 1961 

(1961 ’FT 43 ) TTTT 122 *pV TTSTRI ( l) JUTT 
STUT HlfarPfi TT Tk TT frfTrT TfRPt mm TTT^ TTTV 
TTf TRT TfaTTl FT SRfRT Tfk %q, TfTW WT afft? 

TITTt TfkgTTT To 111 (ui 0 To 2 6 1 / 2 / 7 0— TTo 
^0) TTTRsT 22 TT, 1970 % tfTk TTT-TTT <TT 
TTT TTlftlT SRJ*|Wt if ( 7 T^ 9m fkTfrfirr TTtTT 
sPTTI TTift 

I. TTT R, ST-TT, T 2 TTT, T-TT, TSTT, 

T-kr, TSTT T-TT, TotTT Tk TT- 1 , % THk 

pirn 1 tYt 2 % Tt%, wi: fTtTfrfrrT TfTmrfrT 
fTTf TTfiTT : — 

TT-kl, TSTT 1 . fT9?T 5RWT tT^T V, TSTT I 
2. fTTT TRTTT Tf%W V, TSTT I 

3 - Tf%T 1 % 1 0, TSTT I 

T-kf, TSTT EprqrtTfTT-1, TSTT ( TTf 5RTTTT ) 

T-kl, TSTT 1- TTT TfTT-S, TSTT 

2- STThJTT Tf%T (TTt FPJTTT) 

3- fTTlTTT Tf%T (TTf TTTTT) 

4- TTfTTfr Tf%T (TTT TEJTET) 

5 - Timfr tFtt (ttI tttrt) 


T-kl, TSTT 1- %TffT Tfkr 11 17, TSTT 

2 - 5 FTTW Tf%T 1 ■ Tlk 2j 

TSTT 

kr- 1 , 'PtTTTST 1 - StRUTST Tf%T 

2- TTSTT Tf%T , sfamT 

3 - ^PRft-Tf%vr- 1 (T*ft «R£TTT), 

2 5, ap'tTFTST 

4- TSTTiS TpPT (TvfV T^TRT) 

5' TmST-WvST-^T'TTTFT TfkT, 

qflT ST 

C\ 

6- y friTTTT < TfSiT, TTElmTT < 

jj TTT SRJT^ it, cETTTTt Tfsf'Ttrl % TTT TOTT 1 

Tk 2 % Tt%, fTTTfTftsrT T^kl Tt# *lf I 

S-kl, TSTT 1- , Tf%T 1 Tk2, TSTT 

2- jW T SimTUT Tf%T, Tmm?; r 

OS 

3- Tf%T 1 tYt 2, TitTmST 

T-kr, TSTT 1- TTT Tf%T4, TSTT 
2- Tf%T-l, -FTTTTTT 
3' TTT Tf%T -1 (fuff TT'TRl), 
ipkmTT 

T-kl - , TSTT 1- TTTTfkr 3, TSTT 

2 - $ mupkiT Tfkr (mt srjttt) 

Tg SrfaTfTTT 3-3-72 % TTTTt gWf I 

[To 47 ('To to 26l/6/72-Trt° ) ] 

Net v Delhi, the 6th March, 1972 

S. O. 1342 — -In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section fi) of section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf ana in 
suppression of all previous notifications in this regard, the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioners of Iecome-tax of the Range specified in column 2 
of the Schedule below sell perform their functions In respect 
of all persons and incomes assessed to income-tax or super-tax 
in th e income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts, specified in the 
Corresponding entry in column 3 thereof 


Schedule 


s. 

Ranges 

Income-tax Circles, Wards 

No. 

and Districts 

I 

2 

3 

I. 

Rangc-I, Lucknow. 

1. Circle-II, Lucknow which exit- 


ted upto 31-3-68 and from 


1-8-6R to 1-6-69 and thereafter. 

2. Special Circle, Lucknow. 

3. B-Ward, Circlc-I, Lucknow. 

4. Company Circle, Lucknow. 
Salary Circle, Lucknow. 

6. A imn. Circle- 1 , Lucknow. 

7. Collection, Clrcle- 1 , Lucknow. 

2. Range-IL Lucknow. 1, Circle-I, Lucknow excluding : — 

(i) B-Ward, Circle- 1 , Lucknow, 

(ii) F-Ward, Circle, -I, Luck- 
now, 



2064 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 3 , 1972 /JYAISTHA 13 , 1894 


[Part II — 


(iii) Admn. Circle-I, Lucknow 

(iv) Collection, Circle-I, Luc- 

now. . . 

2. Estate-duty-cum-I. T. Circle 
Lucknow, i 

3 . Range- 1 , Varanasi. i. C-Ward, Varanasi. . 

2. E-Ward, Varanasi. 

3. F-Ward, Varanasi. 

4. Special Circle, Varanasi. 

5. Jaunpur. 

6. Azamgarh. 

7. Hardoi, 

4 Range-II, Varanasi. x. Varanasi Circle excluding . 

(i) C-Ward, Varanasi. 

(ii) E-Ward, Varanasi. 

(iii) F-Ward, Varanasi. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Vara- 

nasi. 

3 . Project Circle, Varanasi. 

4. Ballia. 

5. Najibabad. 

< Range-I, Allahabad. r. Allahabad Circle excluding 

(i) B-Ward, Allahabad. 

(ii) F-Ward, Allahabad. 

2. Salary Circle, Allahabad. . 

3. Estate-duty-cum-I. T. Circle, 
Allahabad. 

4 . Mirzapur. 

5. Bulandshahr. 

6. Range-M, Allahabad.? I. B-Ward, Allahabad. 

2. F-Ward, Allahabad. 

3. F-Ward, Circle-I, Lucknow 

7. Gorakhpur. i. Gorakhpur. 

2. Basti. 

3. Gonda. 

4. Bahraich. 

5. Faizabad. 

6. Shahjanpur. 

8. Range-I, Bareilly.,' x. Bareilly Circle excluding : — 

(i) B-Ward, Bareilly. 

(ii) D-Ward, Bareilly. 

(iii) F-Ward, Bareilly. 

2. Nainital. 

3 - Haldwani. 

4. Almora. 

9. Range-Ill, Bareilly. i. D-Ward, Bareilly. 

2. F-Ward,Bareilly. 

3 . Lakhimpur — Khcri. 

4. Sitapur. 

10. Range-II, Bareilly. x. B-Ward, Bareilly. 

2. Pilighat. 

3. Budaun. 

IX. Range-I, Moradabad. x. MoradabadCircIe,excluding : 

(i) B-Ward , Moradabad. 

(ii) D-Ward, Moradabad. 

(iii) E-Ward, Moradabad. 

12. Range-II, Moradabad x, B-Ward, Moradabad. 

2. D-Ward, Moradabad. 

3. E-Ward, Moradabad. 

4. Rampur. 

5. Kashipur. 

6. Chandausi. 

Where an Income - tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this notification from one range 
to another range, appeals arising out of assessments made in 
that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part thereof and 
pending immediately before the date of this notification before 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the range from whom 
that Income-tax Circle, Ward or district or part thereof is trans- 
ferred shall, from the date this notification takes-effcet be trans- 
ferred to and dealt with by the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
oftherangetowhomthesaid circlewardordistrictorpart there- 
of is transferred. 


Explanatory Note 

The amendments eve become necessary to provide suffi- 
cient work to AACs at Varanasi , Allahabad and Gor akhpur and 
load to maeke cosequential adjustments in the jurisdict! on of other 


AACs. 

(This note does not form part ofthenotification but is intended 
to be merely clarificatory). 

[No j4/F. No. 261/1/72-ITJ] 


M. S. MORAY, Under Secy* 


6 BUT, 1972 


qHoSfto 1342.-sn*m^£m, 196l(l961 43) 

^Votu’i22^'3wrt( 1 ) ^rrcr ttu »rf«ra4r tt srk xRi 
fHftrtT' Tfm bbb srtb Bufr *r4r wq wfewi wi surtv 
tprfst tt srfcrffestr 

^ I 1 ?, subst ^ ^ qcf^ro tdT | 

fcr(sFfivr) UUB 3 B Tf dcfBTBT B B fsrfBfet? 

HTW fSRff B T-TUFfi 7 : ??T srfsjTIT # fvftr 

bbbb fHff ^r 


Bio 

1 2 

nf%vr, f^r 

3 

1. ^sr-i, bvtss 

1 Bfawf-2, vi^fida 3ft 31—5—68 

tpfi 1-8-68 If 1-6-69 

?fk q?BT?r fBBBBTB 

BT 1 

2 W7 Hf%vT, vFB33i 

3 Bfcr-i, 

4 ‘n'VinY Bf%cT, vnBBS 

5 BB3 bIsM) vlldfich 

6 TTIFTB uR. Vf-1, vBsMdj 

7 Trfw-i, vPsTBBi 

2 ^T-2, vPIffS 

1 Rf%3-1, cP3B3i, 

TfEHTcf ffiHp/ipcjtf Bfl ^ : — 
(j) t?— did , 3f%vT— 1, vEBBSi 

(ii) b-brt, 3fer-i, 

(iii) BSTTBB Bf%vl— 1, vP3B3> 
(iV) 3B^I,3f%3-l, vTUBS 

2 Bf%vT 
vEBBS 

3. ^31-1, BUTtUft 

1 B-BTB BRTBBt 

2 Bo-BT¥, BRTBRV 

3 =B-BTf , Tnmtft 

4 fBWB Bf%vT, BTTPWl' 

5 BfagT 

6 yidBhf 

7 


Th's notification shall take effect from 6-3-72. 
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H 


1 iBdtfd 
PTHTf^rfer dff & : — 

(i) h-ht#, 

(ii) r-^Tt, ^RTWt 

(iii) ^Ki g i4fV 

2 IWf Hf%H, ’TPTWt 

3 TfuftHHT ^KiUKfr 

4 ^rrr 

5 H'jfldMK 

1 £<*1 lf$ld 13 Hf%ef ft>Hl% ^t1 Yff 

rdHR-fPs/d ffff f : — 

(i) TS-Jfti, 

(ii) swt^rf? 

2 ^cR?rf%5r, w 

3 fn-TU-Vp: tpT tfTWE nfw, 
JWIfRRt 

4 f^Rfcp^ 

5 ajxTRVTgC 

1 g-TO, ^i^wk 

2 n-tt*, wfrw 

3 H-aui, nfcr-i, Hurras 

1 irtiOT.T 

2 

3 irfer 

4 

5 Ti^rurrc 

6 M^rgi'C 

1 Hf%H, fHH% U^fffd 
fwfirfaT ^ t : — 

( i ) ST-qii, qYvfl 

(ii) H-nri, srtEft 

(ii) T— qi£, q /til 

2 fl'dldi^j 

3 ^rjrfr 

4 5FJfr?r 

1 «r-TF#, 

2 ^r-*}T$, 

3 

4 HtaFfE 

1 sr-Hft, T^fV 

2 

3 wang; 

1 ^<T<TKK Hf%H, f^HT% SRHW 
fn*^iRinad : — 

(i) <J-HT¥, gXI^JK 


1 


(ii) H— dl i, EJUTTWR 

(iii) s 7 — hr, Tnj^WET 

12. ^r-2, TJTRTdT? 1 EJTTTRR 

2 JTTRT 7 R 

3 T-ffli, ^TFH IK 

4 tcrrp: 

5 drmjT 

e hrYsY 


3 TTT i WFTR Hf%H, ffTT TT 
f%wr tt 'ddtii Ytf to 7 ft h tff ?ft wr 

ift q^t’ HH M I ‘A di < Hf%vT, HP? HT fd ii TT 4 d i Pb^l HR H 

f%g jitt PrakHlr % TfwHHW'T ^ srftH, aft w Hfa- 
g^n ^ § sir i^r hh Yr %, f^ra% ^ wm 

hIw, *tt# ht fanr kit hifft ^ hr HRfrff f^rr ert 

I, h^r*p srnjw (*rffar) % hhsi HfiHcr «ff, $h Hfag(Hffr 
%Sr^^^cTI^%^H^f%,^TWf nr# 

HT faHT HT HH*PT ^tf 'TFT HHlft cT fcETT tRl |, H^FRl 
snqpH (*FftH) ®rrt sRTfrj 4 F: ^r% 

jf '4V|4dl^V ^T^TT I 

d?r ^rfirg^-rr 6-3-72 h T<rr^t sT<rY 1 

[eto 54(1^0^0 261/1/72-^05^^0) 

im« tn To ifrY, w hNh i 


ORDERS 

Wealth-tax 

New Delhi, the 3 1st January, 1972 

S.O. 1343.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 10 of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957), and in par 
tial modification of their order No. 24/1971 and 32/1971 of 
even number dated the 2nd September, 1971 and the 9th No- 
vember, 1971, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs 
that in the Table annexed to the aforesaid order dated the 9th 
November, 1971 the entries under columns (2) and (3) agamst 
S. No. 5 shall be substituted by the following: — 


SI. 

No, 

Commissioners of Wealth-tax Commissioner of Income- 

tax (Recovery) 

I 

2 

3 

5 

Commissioner of Wealth-tax, ~) 
Vidarbha & Marathwada, ' 
Nagpur Commissioner of 

Commissioner of In- 


Wealth-tax, Madhya Pra- 


desh, Bhopal, r 

■ come -tax (Revovcry), 


Commissioner of Weath-tux, 1 
(Central), Bombay, in res- | 
pect of Central Circles, J 
• ■ Nagpur. 1 " ’ 1 i 

Nagpur. 


2. This order shall come into force with effect from 1 st 
February, 1972. 


4. tTT-2, tTRIWl 


5. TH-1, 


6. Yot- 2, wr?rsrr*: 


7, 


8. ^-1, hYhV 


9. t^r-3, ErtHl 


10 ^r-2, hYhY 


11. tJfKRR 


[No. 43/1971/F.N0. 3 15 / i/ 72 -W-T-.\ 
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WM5T 

fcvftt, 31 apT^fl - , 1972 

ftRo ?fto 1343 : — rrtot irfafftro, 1957 

( 1957 *PT 27) ftt HKT 10 5RT STCTf H f ftrftf JR 5pfpT 

ftl? 3ft) TO i 31% STTft HTi^i fto 24/1971 

ftk 32/1971, (TRY? 2 fftfTRR, 1971 ftk 9 froror, 
1971 ftt ^rnrer: ^wfixr 3Rft gtr, ft^fftr sr^reri qR ftrt 
o^rqtfRT fftftnr ftn & fft sntw, frrftg- 9 wr, 
1971 ft urcft Jr, ¥0 5 % Hmft ( 2) 
ftk ( 3) % ftt% ftt srfftfeit f4H!%r«id gm srfftRnlftR 
ft) SrTftft) ; — 


TOp ft 0 HT-TT tlTftTi HRTTT *4 1 a <td ( a ) 

12 3 

5 fttfttT yrT'-r. TBIT 7 ft 


ft STd tfR triT Tfr, tftdft 

C^rg^fr), TOiy: 

fttf fiTRtrnrr, btit'Jt, 


tfTTT TTOr-i, RST J 

► 

'ftTTTH, i 


WR OTfRT, 


Wf 1 J 

[ 


2. ^ mftir 1 'wrtT, 1972 % spffr ^rt 1 


[ft° 43/1 971/uTofto 315/l/7 1— EBT-^ft] 

New Delhi, the 14th February, 1972 

S.O. 1344. — In partial modification or order No. 23 
dated the 2nd September, 1971 as revised by order 
No. 27 dated the 10th September, 1971 and in i?xrecise 
of the powers conferred by Section 10 of the Wealth- 
tax Act. 1957 (27 of 1957), the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes hereby directs that, with effect from 15fh Feb- 
ruary, 1972, the Additional Commissioner of thcome- 
tax (Recovery), Patiala as mentioned under ’column 
3 against S. No. 18 of the order No, 23/1971 dated the 
2nd September, 1971, shall also perform in Addition 
to his existing functions, the functions of Commis- 
sioner of Wealth-tax as now specified in the Annex- 
ure ‘A’ to this order. 

ANNEXURE ‘A’ 

Technical Functions 

1. Revisionary powers under section 25(1) and 

25(2) of the Wealth-tax Act. 

2. Jurisdiction proposals and other matters per- 

taining to Appellate Assistant Commissionres. 

3. All work relating to second appeals before the 

Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, references 
and writ petitions before High Courts and 
Supreme Court and any other proceedings 
before these authorities except prosecution 
proceedings and tax recovery proceedings. 

4. Matters pertaining to Income-tax Officer (Judi- 

cial) Authorised Representatives and Stand- 
ing Counsel, 


5. All work relating to internal and revenue aftdit 
in the Income-tax Department matters per- 
taining to Inspecting Assistant Commissioners 
of Income-tax (Audit) and Chief Auditor. 

[No. 4D/1971/F. No. 315/I/71-W.T.] 
df ftFfT, 14 VSVfft, 1972 

1 344.-^18 fto 27, Blffa 1 0 fftdHTOt, 
1971 ITU TO Rlffa 2 ffttfraR 1971 

% m^!7l fto 23 ft) WFTcT: RTRfrfftT £|Rft |tr 

ftfa tRRTR wfftfftTO, 1957 ( 1957 ! FT 27) 

ft) str i o 5RJ sprr mfftaftf dr srftftr efR3r 

5TTO5T TT ft)? tTfRJTTT faftm TTT % fft 5HR ;fR wiTTT 

(srgftt) , Tfetmn ft) Biffa 2 fftHrrrjR; , 1 97 1 % wrYw 
fto 23/1971 ft) fto 18 % fmrYYHfw 3 ft ft)# 
ftftd %, Shift f'TTTFrT'f $cft) % HfdfTTT 

STPTW % TT flcftf TT ft), ftl TT iRRI % TTTTft V 
ftfftfftfft^t, 1 5 1972 'TRrT^ft’TT I 

ws V 

1. 9 57#HRJ2 5'( I ) ft)T 

25 ( 2) % snftd ft ftftftRT II 

2 . srftmfRTT aft nRrmrtr tOr utrw 
(wt)h) ft ftftfsrir wr srrft 1 

3. Wt)H, HfUTTH % »HRT fjftftr 

STftftf, TOT^ft) ?d T d l W 

ft RRSfT fftjfftf ftk fe srfftftT ft\T STfaftCdH 

TWdTfftftf srVc m 

ft 5T5TRTT ^ tnf^TTVT'f ft RR{g fftpf) 

JfrpTTTfpf ft ftftfftR T'ft) S PRT I 

4 . *rnn*fR wfaqfrfr (?irrfft^) Jnfnr?rfr srfcrfftf!! 

?flT RTFfr TTRRTH ft ftftftHT wrft I 

5 . mr-TR. fft*TRT ft WRdfro ft\T TTdTR 

ftTd^rr ft mfm R'ftt wft ?t!t 

snrt-tfR (ftRftffTH) (ftTfWT) ?At 

a au y 4 0 hT^r ft ftd'fftff 6 fld I 

[fto 49 / 1971 / 'hTo fto 315/l/7 l-tf'RR] 


Gift-Tax 

New Delhi, the 31 st Jannary, 1972 

S. O. 1345 — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 9 of the Gift-tax Act, 195® (18 of 1958ft 

and in partial notitification of their order No. 

26/1971 and 33/1971 of even number dated the 2nd 
September. 1971 and 9th November, 1971, the Central Board 
of D ; rect Taxes hereby directs that in the Table annexed to 
c aforesaid order dated the ptb November, 1971, the entries 
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uqder^ columns (2) and (3) against S.No. No. 5 shall be subst;, 
tutcd by the following: — 


2nd September, 1971 , the entries under columns (2) aid (3) against 
S. Nos, 23 and 27 shall be substituted by the following: — 


SI. Commissioner of Gift-tax Commissioner of Incomc- 

No, tax (Recovery) 


1 


2 


3 


S 


Commissioner of Gift-tax, 
Vidarbha & Marathwada, 
Nagpur 

Commissioner of Gift-tax, 
Madhya Pradesh Bhopal, 
Commissioner of Gift-tax, 
(Central) Bombay, in 
respect of Central Circles, 
Nagpur. 


1 


VCe mm suntim of Income 
tax (Recovery) 

Nagpur. 


] 


2, This order shall come irto force with effect from 1 st 
February, 1972. 

[No. 44/1971/F.N0, 330/2/71-G.T.] 

HTH«FT 

31 SFHTft, 1972 

HHO Itto 1345. — Slfyflm, 1958 ( 1958 
w 1 8) aft mu 9 sra snm rnfarnff w stoRt ^ 

*flr gift hhht hi% spur Ho 26/1971 srlr 33/ 

1971, 2 flFUTT, 1971 %f\X 9 H^RTT, 1971 

hfre HTFufcd diT?r fit, %Hffrr surer dne afti iiu^anr 
^rr | far geffan sn^ir, Hitto 9 1971 $ 

srura; HRfft w ho 5 % hth% huh 2^3%^ 
*tft siW'wii ftTH'firTgRr am srfdvnfkT smRfr : — 


OTI RPJdfl 

RTddR ) _ 

1 2 

3 

5 tiRtivi, 

HUPJT % RTHdR RFJdH ('igsti, 

H*HHI Jr, RTHWC RFJdff, dldH,< 

Rrh Rk 

HTraHtfT, 

RTRIU 


RTHdu: HTHdff, 


'fftnu, 


^Hdi< Rid dd , 


1 


2. df 1 diUTfl, 1972 ?T $IffT | 

[Ho 44/l97l/WoHo 330/2/1 97 l-^FFFT] 


S.0 . 13461 — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section g of 
the Gift-tax Act, 1958 (18 of 1958), and in partial modification 
of their order No. 25/1971 of even number dated the 2nd Sep- 
tember, 1971, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby Orders 
'■hat in the Table annexed to the aforesaid order dated the 


12 34 

23 Commissioner of Gift-tax, ') 

City-II, Bombay. [ 

Commissioner of Gift-tax, I Additional Conmiis- 

Ciry-IV, Bombay. I sione r of Income-tax 

Commissioner of Gift-tax, y (Rccovcry-II), Bombay. 

(Central) Bombay (exclu- J 
ding Central Circles Nag- I 
pur and Central Circle, | 

Ahmedabad. J 

27 Commissioner of Gift-tax, "1 

Gujarat-I, Ahmedabad. ( Additional Commis- 

Commissioner of Gift-tax, I sioner of Income-tax 

Gujarat-II, Ahmedabad. I (Rccoverv) Gujarat, 

Commissioner of Gift-rax, y Ahmedabad. 

Gujarat-III, Ahmedabad. / 

Commissioner of Gift-tax, 1 
(Central), Bombay in res- j 
pect of Central Circle, \ 

Ahmedabad. J 


2. This order shall come into force with effect from the 
1st February, 1972. 

[No. 45/1971/F. No. 330/2/71-G.T.] 

B. NIGAM, Under .Secy. 

^H° 1346. — TFFFT RftjfHHH, 1959 

( 1 9 5 8 W 18) # HR! 9 £RT STSTET HfdHdf W SRltff 
Hlft WIT ?PT% STT^W Ho 2 5 / 1 9 7 1, 
xTrCt^ - 2 RldH i, 1971 d?f RURf: OTFdfw dTUC giT, 
^’■sTlh hutst *fix ncr^aKi ?n%i?r ^rr | % gsffau 
winter 2 Rru-xv, 1971 % Hqws HTuift Jr, ho 23 
*flr 27%RTff^«fwi ( 2 ) «rh: ( 3 ) » ?ft% ar ft r fi CTi 
fTRifuflFT aru RRiFTTPra- d?t srnRft 


HioHo 

dTHdK RTT HlddA RFJW 

(ngeft) 

1 

2 

3 

23 

dlH'hX HT^W, d J K-2, SDAi 1 ) Wl Rldd>< RRjdH 


4; I 1 

1 j 

HfW, HFT^: Rk | 
^t> r sT]d Hf%H, RjJffdTdTT d?[ | 

y 


1 

f 

27 

^THdn; RTHRH, ^HTTH-1 R]$- ^ RTX RIHdi< 


WRTTI 

, pnur, 


RfAdT, H^fr-2, 

1 

I R^HTTdTH 


m 1 3, 

1 

^wsfhr hRph 'M^ft'31'31'3 % 

HRrH Jr 5IHWC 

y 





2. ff? Wftw 1 diUrd, 1972 % ^ rr 1 


[tfo 45/1971/wo #0 330/ 2/71-5FFR! 
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New Delhi , the 14th February , 1972 


S.O. 131 J . — In partial modification of order No. 25/ 
1971 daieu the 2nd September, 1971 as revised by 
order JNo. 28/1971 dated the 10th September, 1971 and 
in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 9 of 
me Gift -tax Act, 1958 (18 of 1958), the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby directs that wtih effect from 
15th February, 1972, the Additional Commissioner of 
income-tax (.Recovery), Patiala as mentioned under 
column 3 against S. No. 18 of the order No. 25/1971 
dated the 2nd September, 1971 shall also perform in 
addition to his existing functions, the functions of the 
Commissioner of Gift-tax as now specifiecTTn (Tie An- 
uexure ‘A’ of this order. 

ANNEXVRE ‘ A ’ 

Technical Function* 

1. Revisionary powers under section 24(1) and 

24(2) of the Gift-tax Act, 1068. 

2. Jurisdiction proposals and other manges pet- 

training to Appellate Assistant Commission- 
ers. 

3. All work relating to second appeals before the 

Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, references 
and writ petitions before High Courts ana 
Supreme Court and any other proceedings 
before these authorities except prosecution 
proceedings and tax recovery proceedings. 

4. Matters pertaining to Income-tax Officer (Judi- 

cial) Authorised Representatives and Stand- 
ing Counsel. 

5. All work relating to internal and revenue audit 

in the Income-tax Department and matters 
pertaining to Inspecting Assistant Commis- 
sioners of Income-tax (Audit) and Chief 
Auditors. 

[No. 50/1971/F. No. 33CT/2/71-G.T.J 
B. NIGAM, Und6r Secy. 

14<P3Tfe 1972 

tfRo sfto 1347. — OT^Sl 28/1971, 

10 fefWl, 1971 3TU RRfa 2 fetW:, 

1971 % fefe 7T° 25/1971 Tit 'TPra - : 

sp'fe ^ Wfafjm, 195s( 1958*fTT 18) 

sft tjra 9 artr sw Efafei sruk 

TO 5ft ! T [ ; i^5T T T TTT ^ fV TOTT ’W id-TOI 

srmn (^r^flr), ifeiTHT, ^ Rifer 2 few, 1971 
%?rfen rfo 2 5/ 1971 feV 0 is % hipt % 

3 % •frr tTht srfe fu^nm int't % fehTtfd 


tIPJTcr % ’ftflifr, 5ft SR 371 SR^l % 

'84PTO V ^ fafafaTO 1 5 T.TTtr, 1972B c Wl ) pfeT I 

^rr^tr V 

fppfept - $Wf 

1. TPT-'FT 5rfefeDT 1958 HTIT 2 4 ( l) 

24 (2) %«ISffe 'Jdfff5TR R IDrfeT 
mfecnrr i 

2. *rfefnffer ^ HFimrqi 

(?rffe) % irt shr i 

3. tRI-TT 5TTfe sriwptr % RI4T ftjufef 

%■ 3RW feftff sfe fe srfeff 
'frfefenr ^rferffrT sfe ^pr4- 

zrf^fi % wnm f r urfef rfei % tot 

«rro TOWfefi R mrftrT ifer wf i 

4. srnw: wfetnti (ftrrfep) snfsr^fr 

srfdfeffr tfK ?r mfm i 

5. stt-toc ferr*r if s/k tbw 

imfer it Tr^ftrcT ifet *frpf tfk 
sit’t-'PT ^rrtr^iTr (feferr) (tfiThn) tfk 
w tiGwt it m\m fet 1 

[tfo 50/l97l/’hTo BTo 330/2/71 5TR 

affo feur, q-jT trfer 1 

OFFICE OF THE ADDL. COMMISSIONER OX 
INCOMB-TAN 

ORDERS 

Jaipur, the 5th July 1971 

S.O. 1348. — In exercise of powers delegated by the 
Central Government under sub-sec. 287 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1901 (43 of 1961) and under the authority 
given by the Central Board of Direct Taxes Ministry 
of Finance Department of Revenue and Insurance, 
Government of Inda, New Delhi,, I, the undersigned, 
hereby publish the names and other particulars of 
the following tax defaulters as on 31st March, 1971, 
which publication has been considered necessary In 
public interest. 


PART 

Persons in Du fault for Period Exceeding 9 Months but not Exceeding 1 Year and 3 Months 


SI. No. 


Name and address of the assesBee. 


Demand In airear. 


, Rs. 64,080 


1, Shri MohanlalKalal through L/H. Smt. Kuri Bal & BalMukund, Udaipur. 

2 . Shri Sohanlal Baid C/o. M/a. Tanaukhrai Shetland, Ladnun, . , 


Rs. 29,748 
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TART ‘B' 




Persons in Default for Periods of 1 Year and 3 Months hut not exceeding 3 Years and 3 Months 



SI. No. 

Name and address of the assess ee^ 

Demand In arietta 

I 

X 



1. 

2. 

3 . 
4 - 

5 . 

6, 

7 - 

Shri Sohanlal Raid C/o M 's. Taosukhrai Srlchand, Ladrtun. ....... 

Shri Raiari Prasad Co. Ra'ri Prasad Maianlal, Planumangarh Town 

Shri Jiwan Khan Kalal. Bhadra. ............ 

Shri Madanlal Sinchvl, Bikaner. ............ 

Shri Mohanlal Kalal through L^ Smt. Kurl and BalMukund, Udaipur. ..... 

W s. Chiddalal, Pyarelal Ajmer. . ........... 

M/s. Bijay Cotton Mills Ltd., Bijayanagar. .......... 

. Rs. 

. Rs. 

. Rs. 

. Rs. 

. Rs. 

. Rs. 

. Ra. 

3,60,583/- 
64,300/- 
25 . 934 h 
61,430/- 
33 , 309 /- 
14,120/- 
7 , 570 /- 


PART 'C* 




Persons in Default for Periods of 1 Years and 3 Mon'hs and Abtve, 



Si. No. 

Name and address of the assessee 

Demand In arrears 

I 

2 


3 


1. M's, Achalda- Nemichard. Khimel 

2. M United Tradirg Co., Bhagat-ki Kothi, Jodhpur 

3. Shri »" .N. Chobl-cy. Jaipur. 

4. M s. K. (ti'rnamai &■ Co., Jaipur 

5. Shri J. R. P'laria P'lari ....... 

6. M 'f. Radar* Natair Govird Naram. J. B. Jaipur. .... 
n. Sbri P. C. Po J iiflr C-/<4- MahiyaMarp, C-Schem e , Jaipur. 

8. Shri Avtat Singh SetH. Contractor. Jaipur. ..... 

9. Shri Ma lan Singh Pron.Prshar' Transport. Corpn,, Bikaner, 

10. M’s. 8 a* 1 sat Transport Co. pv'. Lt 1 . , Harumargarh. , 

1 1. M 's, Rajasthan Thardv Finarce Tradirg Co. Pvt. Lld.,Srigarganigar. 

12. Shri Ma’ar Lai Rirpbvi, Rikamr. ...... 

13. M 's, Mat tram Ga'irishankar. Srigargar agar. . .... 

T4. M ’s, Ralwaptra' Mokarlal Srlganganagar. ..... 

13. Mt CViiddala'Pyarrlal Ajmer. ....... 

j6, M s. Hijay Cot'on Mills LM.. Riiavaragar. ..... 

17, Stn', Ranijot Ral Sa^ganen Gate. Jaipur 

18. M 's. Ma7niha' Hussa : r ft Co.. Efpvar. ..... 

J9, M 'r, DhoH-r Glass Work* Ltd. Dholpur 

20. M s. Ko'aTtansror' Co Ltd. Ko'a. ...... 

21. M 's. Cfls" Corpora'ipi L'd. Dl'olnur. ..... 

22. M ’s. Ghosh A Gtrisli Prnn, R mtestnvarlal Kailashchand, Karaull, 

23 . M^t, Manoharla'Ka’la' h Chan'. Kararli. . 

24. M/s. Ghap Shyam Da; Narair Das, Bharatpur. .... 


Rs. 

3,78,707-29 

Rs. 

1.07,158-95 

Rs. 

1,16,282-85 

Rs. 

1 , 75 , 575-00 

Rs. 12, 28, 507-00 

Rs. 

56,426-00 

Rs. 

7,20.83600 

Rs. 

46,674-00 

Rs. 

1,07,717-00 

Rs. 

42.006-00 

Rs. 

32,687-00 

Rs. 

1,27.792-00 

Rs. 

35,542 00 

Rs. 

27,002-00 

Rs. 

22,937-00 

Rs. 

6,64,469-00 

Rs. 

6,87,474-00 

Rs. 

2.84.884-00 

Rs. 

3,82,555-00 

Rs. 

2,41,025 00 

Rs. 

4,22,197-00 

Rs. 

1,60,417-00 

Rs 

. 62,420-00 

Rs 

. 1,57,918-00 


LNo. 1 / 71 - 72.3 


wtttpt rbjw 

rtut 

mrjr, 5 ^rrf, 1971 

qro ttTo 1 348 — RTRTT RftlfaRR, 1 961 (1961 
hr 43 ) -*t TTTn.r 287 $ tretR trstR rtttt sct 
JfrFl xrrfFTtTf TV SJtfttT TTTT 317 RtT %rtfViT SRRiT tt 
tfii tpsm, fUn pr Tnrt* finmT, rtct r7*tt, 
faeft jpt ft tuft suftnrfcn ^ retYt, R 
nr srm fuRRi: 31 rt 4 , 1971 farr fTtTfuftirT 
wti u<f % 1 tRjq- f’UR'jfl <pt snrrfijRt fmn 5, 


B.R. ABROL, 

Addl. Commissioner of Income-tax. 

furm sorter eYe f^r Jf rirure urut rrt t 

<P ERETC) 

etr 


«ft ?r eFepf <ru§ 1 *nt 3 rtij wrfw ^ 

ETftJ fl fai} RETE^TT 1 


ipifa frotfcr et ttr 1 <c r 

RtTTRr RtR 

1 «ft *n?T ETH furu f ET TETT- 

^0 

fuTrCt ifirrfr frfYRif e eie 


rt^t, ^ti t , am i 

64,080 
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[PanT ir~ 


1 2 3 




^0 

— - — 

2 

eft dtgd NTH 3d TITT 4dd 




rfd^dTId ejfr d?d, yfr^j 

29,487 

5 


HPT V 






7 


1 tf <7 4117 3 dT7 ^ dfasr qPTd 2 dd tftX 3 dTg ?T 


errfar, Hr tmfsi % fa*? wwx i 


8 

«5dfa fdsrtftrft 73 did d 95TT 

ddurr did 

9 

1 

2 

3 

10 



do 

1 1 

1 

«ft dtfpf dTP JITT jfard ddddTTd 



eft NT id 

3,60,583 

12 

2 

eft nil srdid, gin dfr srcTd ddd 


13 


RTT, gddfd-dj dd7 

64,590 

14 

3 

eft faldd <Jt 9 PTd, H3T 

2 5, 9 3 4 


4 

eft ddd dTd fdddt #PTd7 

61,430 

15 

16 

5 

eft dt^dHiH fNi’H 5 m 



drivifVmft efmdt jftdi^ 


6 

«A7 STddffd, d?TT7 

4dd fedPTPT, tr^T 

33,309 

14,120 

17 

7 

tfdd fddd dTT2d fded fdo fadd 


18 

19 


d^R 

7,570 


HPT fa’ 


20 


2 dVf d 3 dT? lft7 Hfydr «pt Hdfa ST fad ddUTT 

21 

dTT 1 


22 

didtd fdtjffafadf dm «r q*arr 

tmtfr ^tpt 

23 




24 



do 


I 

ddfa HdHdPT dfaPT . 

3,78,707* 29 


2 

dim sdrni ?fad Ho Hdd sft 




dt^t, fam r {7 

1,03,358* 95 


3 

»Jf fatoddo dfa, tJPIJT 

1,1 6,282* 8 5 


4 

%0 ddldH I77T sio OPTJT 

1,35,575’ 00 



1 


2 


3 




do 


eft ‘3'otrrTo fcrwrfqTTT, fadidt . 1 
ddd dJtdTTripTT dtftpd dlTIdd, 
faoftc zTzryx 

eft 9% tffo TldR, ift - 4 4, dTddfa 
wn , dt-ptftd, ddjd . 
eft dddiT Ffar d£t, dddR, sppjd 
eft dr • fay drffap srwnxT jPddti 
JfTTTTfo iffalVd 


2,28,507’ 00 

56,426’ 00 

7,20 836’ 00 
46,634’ 00 

1,07,717’ 00 


ddd ddR dmrcfa? jpo dispra: 
fac yddid iff 

4dd TTdfdTd jf? dJI^m jfiPT STo 

dTId? fao, dd ddT 

ddr* eft ddd did f^T-ET-Tr, dfaldT 
ddd Ki^in ifKfasR, eft far r d\* 
flVff, dddmim m^r did, eft 
ifapprd . . 


42,096’ 00 

32, G 8 7 1 00 
1,27,792 00 
35,542’ 00 

27,902* 00 


tfd4 ffarrdm mrfaTd, ndfad 
d*dd, fadd ifTZd ffa.d, fa°, 
faddddd 

eftddt Ndfafa ml, dtdTRt 
ffa SfTJT . 

if fra. d r s* gm gvfa rrny ^r 0 , nrmr 

ami, tffajd mid ddd fao, 

dfa i<5*C 

dim sfcT fMrrte Ho fa°, fter 
a w, aria tridsfadd fao, sfWjT 
Bdtf. dfad&d dt jfto TfatpRdPd 
waR, sfatfat 

ddd, ddtgTdrd sfadddT, 
spldt • . « 

dd^ ddWTddrd, mim did, 
d7dJT 


22,937* 00 

6,64,469* 00 

6,87,474* 00 
2,84,884* 00 

3,82,555* 00 
2,4 1,025’ 00 
4,22,197’ 00 

1,60,413* 00 

62,420*00 

1,57,918* 00 


[dsfa 1 / 71 - 72 ] 

Ef)o tfTTo Hfffa, 

erfa ° tdddR j 


Jaipur, the 31 st July 1971 


SO. 1349. — In exercise 0 ? powers delegated by the 
Central Covernment under suh-gpcilon fit of Section 
2H7 of the Tncome.tax Act, 1961 143 of 1961) and under 
the authority given hy the Central Board of Direct 
Taxes, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue & 


Insurance, Government of India, New De’hl-l, the 
uouerslgned, herehy publish the names and either parti- 
culars rf the persons on wh'm a penalty of 5 000 
and above was levied for defaults under section 2il U)- 
(a) 271 ( DfbV 271fl)(c). 273 and 221 of the In ome-tax 
Act 1 96 1 during the financial year 1970-71, publication 
of which has been considered necessary in public 
Interest. 
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List of persons on whom psnzlty oj not less ih in Rs. 5 MO - uiis impost! during ih« 

financial year i^o-ji. 


SI. No. 


1, 

2 . 

3. 

4. 
5- 
6 . 

7. 

8, 
9. 


Nani= and complete address of the assessee 


Badri Pd. C’o. Shiv Prasad Bhag .vandas Ilanumangarh Town, 

Do 

Sohaalal Bai_i G/o.Tansukhrai.Srichand Ladnun. 

Do. ........ 

Do 

Sukhdeo Chan. y Estate. Ladnun ...... 

Sjai Kishan p o. M s. Kristina Bros., Ku'chery Road, Ajmer. . 
Chakieh Kuniai p, o. M, s. Knshnu Bro.,.,Ku cncry Rja.,, Ajmer. 
Al/S. Laxnti Mo ot Scivicc, O s. Hathipoie, Udaipur. 





Status 

Asstt. 

year 

penalty 

i iiipo. ed 




. Ind, 

JS— 57 

. 21,442 


* 

• 

. ind. 

5&- 57 

10,0.0 


# 

. 

. Ind. 

^3—49 

. i9,coo 

• 

• 

. 

. Ind. 

48—49 

. 15,200 


, 

. 

. Ind. 

48—49 

. 94 , 7-7 


• 

• 

. AOp. 

65—66 

5 AO 

• 

. 


• IuU. 

68—69 

. 5. t 

. 

. 


■ Ind. 

68—69 

5 053 


■ 

• 

. R.E. 

64—65 

. 7,UO 


[No. A-3/Penaity/71-72/1756 ] 

31 t^TT^ 1971 % Wtfbl, if WElt ^FTRTfl, ^cRfflTT RR mfatTRT % RUT 

BRI SPR faRTaff %t smwfa RiTRT f! ftRR TT fWih Rq - 

PHo W> 1349. — RfPPFT wfafRRR, 1961 1970-7 1 % RITiR *TtRR?T ’ElfafRRR 1961 Rf ' 

(1961 *T 43)vtsrnT 287 ^ 9WHT (l )% WTR 2/1 ( 1 ) ), 27 1 (l ) (<JT ), 27 1 (l ) (R ), 2 ) 3 

’fos'th r'pttt 5K1 sura srfaRRt rtt strut Rmr go rtt rri 221 4; snsffR, ^ % fait 5,000/- ijti % -r 

%'vUf HWT TT W, fRd RRlHR, TIRpR WR RYR.i tifUT r 4RKl HRTR RR, foHHn RR.TVIR HIT fjJR h tfCGRtp 

fa in, *ir«r rthrt, r$ ftc-ai sm ?r at srrfHifTcrr rrhi aar $ i 

NTi+cT'if tr ^rt i : jtr vt, fRcmr at 1970-71% rItir 
5, 0 0 oj— 7 1 r tf.-T,- «trr s^rt rrirt rrt 

%o aro fwiiitr *rr am «rtr y<r -mi snfafa fanR-a at sj*rf t 

vio (vttr) 


art mr 


1. 

Rat STRT? 5TO ftlRWR RRRTRRTCT, ^RRTRR.RTT 

nifej 

56-57 

21,442 

2-. 



56-57 

10,000 

3. 

%% am cTr^stir 


48-49 

19 000 

<*, 

*8.i 

urffcj 

00 

15,200 

5. 


mlts 

48-49 

94,797 

6. 

RJST^R ^feft WlT'j 


65-66 

[5,000 

7. 

sRrfsRiT, RFftRR v^ffr 7>r, vtiJit 

«Ti'e 

68-69 

5,817 

8. 

TOl f JUT, mjft'flT RO fpstij RTTXf, tW, RRRT 

srIcj 

68-69 

5,753 

9. 

RRR RSFff jflTT RfdTT Rt/TR ?T«fr dtT, TldHT 

qo qufj 

64-65 

7,000 


[Ho a-3/trf7fl/7 l-72/l 75 6] 

8.0. 1350.— In exercise of powers delegated by tho culars of the assessees who during the financial year 
Cenuui Government under sub-section (1) of Section 1970-71 nave been assessed on a total Income of Ks. I 

267 of the Income-tax Act, 1901 (43 of 1961) and under lac or more (in cases of individuals and Hindu Un- 

the authority given by the Central Board of Direct chvioeu Families) and on an income of Rs. 10 iae-J or 

Taxes, Ministry of Finanse, Department of Revenue tk more (in cases o 1 Firms, Association of Persons and 

Insurance, Government of India, New Delhi-1, the companies), publication of which has been considered 

undersigned, hereby publish the names and other partt- necessary in public Interest. 

Names of individual s and Hindu undivided fami ins assessed over Rs. 1,00 000 ;- during 

the fiw mini year i 70-71. 


SI. No. 

Name and complete address of the assessee 



Status 

Asstt, 

year 

Income Remarks 
assessed 

1. 

2. 

SV5, 

11, H, Maharaja Gaj Singh, Jodhpur 

N, K. Sanghi, Jodhpur 

■ 

* 

. Ind. 

. HUF. 

69 — 70 
69—70 

5,48,800 

1,13,883 
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[Part II— 


S. No. 


Name anj compile address of the aS 3 cssee 


R. N. Bar. gin , Diuwana 

Do 

Do ... 

Do 

P. D. Bangur, Didwana 

Do. 

Do 

Do 

Kamal Kumar Barjatia, Jaipur 

Raj Kumar Barjatia. Jaipur . ...... 

Sobhagmal Grach, Jaipur. ....... 

M. K. Jagat Singh Raj Mahal, Jaipur 

Sha: hi Kumar G, Mehta. Jaipur ...... 

Dr. L. M. Simlot, Jaipur ...... 

MarnalalNirmal Kumar. Jaipur ...... 

Kirtichand P 'o M/s. Kirti Jwcllers, Jaipur .... 

ShantB Gauri Ishwarlal Durlabhji, Jaipur. .... 

Smt.^io hya.Kumari.C/o Shah Theatres, Jaipur 

Sardar Sirgh ofKhctri ....... 

Mrs, M. H. Montague, Jaipur ...... 

Haji Imda. Ali,Ko a ....... 

BoJhraj Sarrai, Ko’a 

Rameshchand P/o. M/s. Harl charanla] & Sons, Bharatpur 
Dwarkapj. C o.Ma an Mohan Dwarka. Bharatpur 
Kejarnathp/o Hari Industries, Bhfiift'pur .... 
Krijhanchand P'o. M s. Hari Chararlal& Sons, Bharatpur 
Pooranchand P/o. M's, Hart Industries, Bhara' pur 

S. S. Khanna P/o. Alwar Chemical Industries, Alwar 

Tilak Raj Kumar p/o. above ...... 

Syed AKul Basir Co. Treasury Office, Ajmer 

M/s. Sewaram Hansraj, Bewar 

M.'s. Nandkishore Chandmal, Bewar 

Smt. Shanti Devi, Mansinghka, Bhihiara . 

Hanunan Praia! Mils g'tka Co, M trli ihar Mnsilghka, Bewar 
Bhagwan S waroop Mathur P/o. Bhopal Mining Works, Bhilwara 
K. N. Mathur, P, O, above ...... 


Status 

Asstt. 

yeir. 

Income I 
assessed 

. Ind. 

66—67 

2,65.021 

. Ind. 

68—69 

2,52,558 

. Ind. 

69 — 70 

2,12,698 

. Ind. 

70—71 

2,30,076 

. Ind. 

66—67 

2,70,729 

. Ind. 

68—69 

2,12.222 

. Ind. 

69—70 

1 , 98,101 

. Ind. 

70—71 

1 . 90,377 

. HUF 

69 — 70 

1,14,028 

. HUF 

69 — 70 

I,I 9 , 4 JO 

. HUF 

69 — 70 

2,21,266 

Ind. 

69—70 

1 , 59,273 

Ind. 

69—70 

1 , 03,342 

Ind. 

69 — 70 

1 , 17,049 

. HUF 

66-67 

1 . 23,279 

Ind. 

67—68 

3 , 54.981 

. HUF 

65—66 

1, 7 fi >639 

. Ind. 

70-71 

1,10,014 

. Ind. 

70—71 

1 , 77,726 

Ind. 

70—71 

t, 39 C 65 

Ind. 

67 — 68 

2,02,060 

. Ind. 

56—57 

J, 19, 550 

. HUF 

70—71 

1,04,567 

Ind. 

70—71 

1 , 19,366 

. Ind. 

70—71 

1 , 05,906 

. Ind. 

70—71 

I,t 4,297 

. Ind. 

70—71 

1,24,966 

. Ind. 

68-69 

1,36,380 

. Ind. 

68—69 

1 , 35,150 

. Ind. 

65—66 

3 , 44,070 

. HUF 

66—67 

1,05,230 

. HUF | 

66—67 

1,09,69 0 

. Ind. 

67—68 

1,01,990 

• Ind, 

67—68 

1,33345 

. Ind. 

66 — 67 

1 , 04,373 

• Ind. 

I 66—67 

2,22,950 



Names of Firms, companies and associvion of persons assessed over Rs. 

the financial year ip;o-?i 

10 , 00,000 

during 

S. No. 

Name and complete address of the assessee 

Status 

Asstt, 

year 

Income Remark 
assessed 

I. 

a. 

3 - 

M/s. Sambhar Salt Ltd., Jaipur ....... 

M/s. Associated Stone Industries [Kota) Ltd., Kota, .... 

The Bank of Rajasthan Ltd., Udaipur, 

. Co, 

. Co. 

68— 69 
70—71 

69 — 70 

25 , 93,850 

24 ,40,410 

11,90,900 


qtfotfo 13 50 .-WWTtffar;m ( 1961 ( 1961 
VT 43) UTTT 287 STOTTI ( l) % WfM 

gwt ira srcn urfanfi snfrtr ^ 

wearer jfti , fau Bairnr, wk afi rt faun*!, 

arrur btpptt, kI fcetff sto ft srrfimfkTr % wk, 

If (ratjwrerCt q^SRi ®trf«Rnif % ^mr ?r«Tr ir 

wrfktff >dk TfiaTiCf % 

1,00.000 no ft triEPi; 


fatufkff «pt b.r wk yu tjen 


[No. A- 3 /Misc. Stt/ 71 - 72 / 1786 .] 
[V. S. DBSIKACHAK I] 
Commissioner of Income-tax 

farruff fit imfsrcr f w 1070-71 

%^TT ; T iftxfyo tfo jo % FTRFff ft ) 1 UMJ 

rTo ITT tffatf: qft f FT IffiT IT «k (ffiftt, Sqf^rT-OOTT 

fnu % RiRFif Sr) iofrnj«o m wft 

^ *rnr it ftwfuj) f*rr fsNm kttupt uk if 
*frw mnu *im % i 
1 TDT tiff farffa 7 <T 1970-71 % skPT 
9 T faTTffor fit I 


JiTfWfcr frokor fftsTflkr m^ffcPTf 

tm to 


1. R^TtfRtp, 

2. tpo iftft, ksrcr; 


Krfts 

ff o(fo Jo 


69-70 

69—70 


5 , 48,800 
1 , 13. 883 
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fam,\cfr *pv qgr 

srfuTfr 

fnURN Hi 

fnUlfTT STIN SRj/'t'U 1 
^0 

3 

ST.TJj fo, 4-JT, JTJ-fnT 

6 ifi r ®Z 

66-67 

2,6 5,021 

4 

*Tqf 

Kffe 

68-60 

2,52,558 

5 


iq-fe 

69-70 

2,32,698 

6 


RrTtz 

70-71 

2,30,076 

7 

‘ftoTi'o t'ijt:, tfirq-piT 

«rfe 

66-67 

2,70,729 

8 


*afe 

68-69 

2,32,222 

9 


*rfe 

69-70 

1,98,301 

10 


ElrftZ 

7 0-71 

1,90,377 

1 1 

«FU’5T f IK TOTfcRr, apTyt 

f^o^foyo 

69-70 

1,14,028 

12 

?r aTTsrrf^rrr, uptji: 

fjjctfoyo 

69-70 

1,19,440 ’ 

13 


f^o5Toyo 

69-70 

2,21,260 

14 

qiTo %o N'TTf'T^ TPPTSKr, ^TTJT 

eqftz 

69-70 

1,59,278 

15 

KiftijTn: sfro ir^ur, orryc 

KTfe 

69-70 

1,03,342 

16 

«To cT?ro q;rfo ftmsftz, spry* 

Kffe 

69-70 

1,1 7,049 

17 

JT5rr3v?r fYupr yTR, ^rry: 

f^atTolJjo 

66-67 

1,23,279 

18 

NrUTR 4 0 yrfa »$.t i, apryc 

KTitz 

67-68 

3,54,89 1 

19 

^iTfcrr *ft€t itt, NNy; 

f^oiToyo 

65-66 

1,76,639 

20 

*sfrrrflr sriterr f am hit^ fertar, artyc 

«Nfe 

70-71 

1,10,034 

21 

srsrc: %YY 

vtVz 

70-71 

1,77,726 

22 

Ni'HciY y^io yro ol'-ii y '•fqyc 

«rfe 

70-71 

1,39,765 

23 


«rr«r 

67-68 

2,02.060 

24 

TtSTTOT *TTfa, ^PtCT 

** 

56-57 

1,19,550 

25 

T^l^RT, 'RT'farR 4 o ^(Nr^^ITPT y>* WZ, 'tfX^K 

f^oSfoyo 

70-71 

1,04,567 

20 

arCm am am tttt arfwr, <rwy: i 

®Tfe 

70-71 

1,19,366 

27 

^Rmim wft^R ?rtt ^ *Ray<: 

rcrfcz 

70-71 

1,05,906 

28 

im 'nrfran; 4o ^r^mr NTRy: 

*trfe 

7 0-71 

1,14,267 

29 

yiTTR, 'rttItit <to *mry; 


70-71 

1,24,966 

30 

qr^ro y -o ur^r, nrfran:, n<?m, %fjp 6 m vj^r, *R yr sq-icz 

68-69 

1,36,380 

31 

fTR, KTriftrn: UTfRf%Tf^r^ 

5irfe 

68-69 

1,35,150 

32 

^TT?r^?r *t?fR, am * inr^nr 


65-66 

3,44,070 

33 

4 0 itaR,*T ?*mar, sptptt 

f^offoyo 

66-67 

1,05,230 

34 

4° rr ftrif H wmn: 

f^osioyo 

66-67 

1,09,690 

35 

sftaft siTfar %4V, qp tftwrr' 

stFez 

67-68 

1,01,990 

36 

asrs am imfraT rtzF^pt wtptt 

®rf<^ 

67-68 

1,35,845 

37 

mu RTyr, 'RT'itTR yqrcr, inr^m tfiwrr 

®rfcz 

66-67 

1,04,373 

38 

yro itdr, 'RT'ftarc, 'Rtrt rt^Frt, «nt4, tfiwrr 

sirte 

66-67 

1,22,950 
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aft 1970-71 J> firm io^oo.ooo *o *r *rfatp qt fagfkti 

^ i 


froTfeft «TPT tTcTT 


srrfWf^r ffrafarr *ri frvffa wff ^^Ritat 


1 ^srfmjgrrcfao, app^ ^pcpfr 

2 qsfrftr^y feta r^yR (^rsr) %<>, *rm 

3 ?ft 4 ^*p tr^pt fao, s^ry?: qnrrft 


68- 69 25,93,850 

70-71 24,40,410 

69- 70 11,90,900 


[ff° q-3(fafTO/*S£/71-72/l755] 
tfo t>?ro 

trP 7 »PT, «T, Tisrww I 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL 
EXCISE: KANNAVARITIIOTA: GUNTlIR-1. 

Central Excise 

Guntur, the 13th December 1971 

S.O. 1351. — In exercise of the power* conferred on 
me under Rule 173(1) (4) of the Central Excise Rule*, 
1944, I hereby direct the assesaee* manufacturing the 
exc sabie commodities listed in column 3 of the table 
appended to this notification to maintain an account 
or principal raw materials shown against each in 
column 4 of the table in the form IV a copy which 
is herein enclosed or in such other form as has been 
duly approved in individual cases. 

2. The assessees to whom this Notification applied 
are also hereby directed to furnish a quarterly return 
in Form R. T. 5 prescribed under the Central Excise 
Rules, 1044, for the principal raw materials now being 
notified. 

List of excisable Commodi its under S.R.P, and nam .* 
of their principal raw materia s or maintenance of account 1 
and furnishing of returns. 

TablB 


CO Ca) 


SI. Tariff 
No. Item 
No. 


i. I fa) 


2 . I B 


Description 


N*mc of important Raw 
Materials 


Khandasari Sugar Sugarcane or masseculte 

whichever is used as 
the starting material. 

Prepared or Preserved 

Poods, 

t. Sausage and the like Meat, offal and blood 
of meat meat offal or as the case may be 
animal blood. 

2. Other prepared or 

preserved meat Meat 

3. Meat extract and 

meat juices Moat 

4. Prepared and pre- Fish 

served Fish. 


5. Crustaceans and 
Molluscs. 

6 . Soups and brot hs. 


Basle material 
preserved. 

Main material from 
which prepared. 


7. Bonlcj aou canned Sugar, 
fruits. 

8. Jams Jellies and Sugar if preserved in 

Marmalades. sugar; otherwiso 

material in which 
preserved. 

9. Fruit syrup*; crushes, (i) Fruit juice/Fruit 

squashes, Friut Juice, pulp. 

cordials, ready to (ii) Sugar, 
serve beverages but 
excluding aerated 
waters. 

10. Corn flakes, oats Corn or oat or beans 
and beans 

11. Tomato ketch-up Tomato juice or toma- 

toes. 

13 . Dehydrated peas Pegs In pods, 
packed in cans or 
foil packets. 

13. Milk powder but Whole fresh milk/ 
excluding such powder kl mined milk as the 
specially prepared for case may bo, 
feedin g of in fan ts, 

14. Coniensed milk Fresh milk and Sugar, 
whether sweetened or 

not. 


Basic ingredient. 


15. Preparation with a 
basis of flour of strach , 
of malt extract, or of 
maitej barley, and 
milk foods, which by 
simply mixing with 
or boiling in milk 
or water can be used 
for mak'ng beverages, 
invalid foods and 
gruels whether or 
not containing cocoa, 
but excluding baby 
foods that is to say 
foods specially pre- 
pared for feeding of 
infants. 


16. Table Jellies . Jelatine. 

Jelly-Crystals . Jelly 

Custard Powders Strach 
Ice Cream Powders. Milk Powder 



17. Synthetic syrup Sugar. 

18. Ginger Bear and Ginger. 

G ; ng«r ale 

19. Ginger cock-tail Girger 

3. 6 Motor Spirit . (il C-nde O'l. 

(li) Cna) -tar 'Crude ben- 
zol for berzere, 
Benzol. Toluene 
and solvent Naphtha^ 

4. 7 Kerosene . . . Cruje Oil. 

5. 8 Refined diesel o ; ls . Crude Oil. 

and va~0'isin goils 

6. 9 Diesel oils N O.S. . Crude Oil, 

7. 10 Furnace OH . Crude Oil. 

8. II Asohalt, Bitumen and Crude Oil. 

Tar. 

9. II A Pe'roleum products Crude Oil. 

NOS. 

10. 14 Paint* arid Varnishes. 

1. Zinc ox'de, red lead, Prirc-pal stretlrg 

Wire leal and material, 

ta'inium dioxide 

wh'te. 

2. Alrnvn'um Paste Aluminium Powder. 

3. Dry co'ou-s namely. Lead chtotnalc/PiesoIorr 
the follow rg: lead Blue, 

chromes an i Burns- 
w'ck green. 

4. D-y distempers' Pigment/ceir.cut. 
c-’ment based water 

pi'nts. 

5 Od bounddistemper pigment or oil. 

6 . Wvrr p : gment Pigment and caseine. 
finishes for leather 

7. Plast c emuls on Synhet'c resins or 

■ pants cmuls : on, 

8. Tinrrgptistc (blue) Pfrr ci t. 

9 S'’ff pa nts Pi mtrt. 

lo Ready nrted Pigment oil and resins, 

paints and enamel*. 

11, Disp'-sed organic Organic pigments like 
pigmens, ordinari- pthalocyanines, 

ly used for the 
printing of textiles, 
wVrher in the form 
of powder, paste or 
in emuls 'on. 

12, Varnishes Resins. 

13, Bitumens and Bilumcn. 

coal ar blocks. 

14, N'lrocell dose lac- Nitrocellulose, 

quers clear and 

pigmented and 
nitrocellulose an- 
cillarics in liquid 
fo in- 

15, N : roceIluIose an- Nitrocellulose, 
cillaries in semi- 

sol'd and pasty form. 

ifi. Cellulose lacquers Cellulose acetate/Cellu- 
not otherwise lose butyrate, 
specified. 

14 HH Fertilisers: 

(i) Urea Raw Nanhtha 'Ammonia/ 

Lignite/Coal Corbordi- 
ox de/Calcium Cynamide 
(ii) Calcium Ammonium Ammonia and limestone 
Nitrate. Dolomite. 

(lii) Superphosphate. Rock phosphare and 
sulphuric acid. 

(iv) Ammonium nitrate Ammonia and nitric 

acd 

(v) Ammonia sulphate Sulphur/sulphuric acid/ 

Ammo r ia. 

(vi) Double salt Gvosum, coal, nitric 
(Ammonia sulphate acid, 

nitrate). 


(vii) Granulated mixed Urea. M. Potash, 
fertilisers. Sulphate of ammonia, 

Dlammon'a-Sulphate, 
superphosphate. 

(viii) Ammonium chloride Ctirmon salt /Naphtha, 
(ix) Diammonium Ammonia rOtk and 
phosphate. sulphur. 

IS. 17 Paper all sorts, includ- (i) Chemical wood pul p 
ing paste board, mill and/or bamboo, bag- 
board, strawboard and gese, tags, waste, pa 
cardboard. per, straw or any other 

Starting material for 
makng pulp. 

(il) For corrugated 
board, the important 
raw material would 
be corrugated paper. 

13- 18 -A Cotton Yam Cotton Yarn. 

14. 19 Cotton Fabrics Cotton fabrics for pro- 

cessors of C°tton fabrics, 

15. r>A lute Manufactures Jute. 

th. GCUnmest'c Electric ap- 
pliances: 

r, Vi’ccum Cleaners. Electric Motors. 

■*. Floor Pol sher*. Electric Motors or 
Pofshing agilators. 

3. Grinders »nd Mixers F.lectric Motors. 

4. J lice Extractors Electric Motor*. 

5. Cream whippers and 

egg-br a ters Electric Motors. 

6. Clothcs-washingma- Elccrric Morors/agilaton. 
sh nes. 

7. Dishwashing Mach- 
ines. Electric Motors. 

8. Automatic smooth- Thermostat or Heating 
ing Iron fitted with Elements. 

dev ce for automatic 
regular on of tem- 
pera UrcJ. 

9. Geysers, all types. Thermostats and Heat- 

ing Elements. 

10. Water Boilers Heating Elements. 

It, Shavers Electric Motors or 

cutter set. 

13, Hair Dryers, Hair Electric motors or 
Curlers, permanent coils and plate*, 
wav ng apparatus and 
curl ngtong heaters. 

13. Massage apparatus Transformer Coil »nd 

applicator. 

14. Kettles, saucepans. Heating Element*, 
steamers. Coffee mar- 
kers (including 

percolators of tne 
domestic types), 
cookers, egg-boilers, 
frying pans. 

15. Toasters Heating Elements, 

16. Hot plates, cooking Heating Element* of 
ranges, grillcrs boil- Control device. 

ing plates, plate 
warmers, food warm- 
ingtrays, food warm- 
ing trollies, hot 
food cabinets. 

17. Coffee roasting ap- Heating Elements for 

pliances. Body. 

18. Room heater fitted Heating Element* 

w th air circulation and Electric Motor*, 

dev ce. 

19. Icecream churners Electric Motor®, 
or Ice Cream 

Freezers, 

20. Domestic ovens of Heating Elements or 

ail types. Thermostats. 

17. 42 P lfer nroof cap* Tinned sheet*. 

IS*. 43 Wool Tops Raw wool. 
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Form IV 

ACCOUNT OF RAW MATERIALS AND COMPONENTS 

(Rule 173 G) 

Name aid Address of ihc Fictory 

Descrip io n of Raw Marcifol/Compoicnts 


, l ah 1 iJ -■ 


Date Opening Balance Quam'ty Total Quantity uted in ihe Quantity othctwlse QiaHity 

rece.ved manufacture of disposed of wasted oj 

— — — — . deB.royed 

Exc'sable Other Nature of Quantity 

goods good* the 

disposal 


1 


a 3 4 567 89 


Total for tht month 


Closing 

balance 

Q raiuity of exc’sable goods 
manufactured 

Q lantity of 
o.her goods 
manufactured 

Remarks 

Signature of the Asscssee or hit 
agrnt.^ 

IO 

II 

ia 

13 

14 


Total fir tht month 


Notes : 1. Separate Opening should be prov.ded in respect of cEch raw materialmen form. 

2. If any raw material; component is used for mo r e than one excserblr goods (frll rgurder d'ffrrrrt trt'ffhfr ‘ rr 1) tit 
«■ .ods manufacture'. Q ranp'iy used for each of such goods should be shown separately aloi g with dtscnpton cf 
sit It goods by su 1 ably sub-iiv d ng columns j and 6, 


3. 


Colum 15 11 and 12 need not be filled in da.ly j only the monthly figures may be shown against ‘‘Totals for the 
month 

TNo. 3/71.] 
A. S. JAFFAR, 
Collector. 
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YPTST 5I?P, VPTptfptHT, 4 
WSf -cjCm 1 <i M 
PcJX, 13 PUUXX 1971 

t£8fo ITt° 1351. — ^t'sfl'4 <d?4i'vT V^'ti fpPP1944 % 
tWT 173 (®) (4) * SUPfp PPcP pfappf SP PPfP pT'tft 
gtr p ijpffPTXT YP pfe^ppr if pprp PTXPT % XcUP 3 if 
4 vl PTTPIP 5]XP> PUP qWt YT STfpfHpfp PT^T 

fpgffxfinff sff pup tu f^far p pTXpr % uup 4 if 
vRfa % pppT xpfq; tp 7 qr^ puff px pst 4 if fppqff 
T 7 ^ pfp PPM TTPPT 17 fr mp n^q if , off spjpppp PPXP 
if ifwi !pjtfrfej |, %ptt xsfrr i 

2 . pp fpaffxfppr p>, fppqp ^p pfp^urr fr pw 
§[, TJPffPRT Pf ®TT^SI fpPT PTcTT ^ fp> P ^XiftP PPHPP 
fpPP 1944%4M<ld fpffPPYTPTTo#r°5if pppfpgfpp 

< ti*^ PUfr % fpp TTqr r^prfppf fpprx°ff pupr qi^.P l 

PTXpft 


spTptifxppx fpprcft srfopr % ppnfa iun vsti ppt 

fpPXfpPT SHXpT *+> vi % Pi y -d?q IPX vpB PUP T a jf TfP 

pp% snjgr put % prpf qff gpf 1 


prpipr jfxpiPP 

fppxxr 

PfUiyP 

So 


PTP % PTP 

1 2 

3 

4 


1. 1 ( 2 ) 'PIP 1-0 pfpf prpr PPPT XTP 

pf pf mxfpqr ptp 

% W 3 pqpp ft l 

2 . 1 (rff) PPTX WPPT pfxxfwi 

STTfTX 

1 PtP, PTPWT WK [pip, pfWT sffx XXP 
qrr^W'tftfprfe't 3xft iff fxpfp ft 1 
PT^W ; 

2 sup pptx pppt pip 

qfxxfsiTP pip 

3 piwx ppt ptpxp pfp 

4 $PTX PP7 pfxxfisTP pprpf 

5 PXHfpPPT PPT PtPUP qfxxf$TP PTEIKPP 

PTP I 

6 gp ppt ptp • fppff ffcrrx pit 

P PTP I 

7 PtPPP'p PPT fr$PT ^ffrff 
PP PUT 


12 3 4 


8 JJT5P, paft PPT PfP Pfpt P pfxxfTSTP 

PiT pt Pkff P-PPT 

Pp PTP fpflp' 
PiT'fsfTT 

9 PTfpp PPf ^ pfp- (i)quff ^TTP/Pipf 

ffpppuff%pi;pp, % ^ 1 

wp,prpp,p:pf% (if) ptft 

XP wfqp puff ^P Pt 
^P % PT p 1 P-, 4 PtP 

% fpl 6 7 ppR | 

10 iprppppp.pfsp I stptp pt pfa: 

pptPPp pPp ; 

11 PPTSX%PPPP SPTXX TP STPP 

12 [fesqf pp ; p r ppr j pfppf p ppx 

% P puffer 

fp^pffp phx 

13 rrp^^pfpfxqp fpifiJ PUTT ^ 

sff fwpxpfrtprx ffppy ^tr.^ffiff 
pif ^f ,^JT . ftpfp ^f I 

14 ppfpp'jp,p%|f pup^rifk pf^r 
pter fpTPT PPT ft PT 

Pit I 

15 PTPTPPPTTPTP, prarxpp PPPP 

puarprx pppt pup- 
YP PUff % TiPTX 
P?t p| PX^ PPT YT 
infix ^ft f% %pxi 
^TP^P^ff PPPT 
YT % PIP PPTP^ % 

^PXP % pjqp ft ppraff 
P'PTP PPT pfppr 
PT PTPkjIP ff WPT 

p|f, ftuprrpp 
% fprr fppp Ir 
fpfpp PrinfMifK % 


wfdw 1 ( j 

1 6 arpp pxff , p?ff pji?ildP 

XPfxpr qrxsf ^pf 

qrprx, prtx^fp xsrp 

prairxjj ^ ^ 

17 frfppppp pHf 

18 fPPX,fpPXPPT SIPW 

fppxtrp 
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1 2 


3 


4 


2 


£ ■ 


3. 


19 FTF^T 

RAT fuife 


(i) f^tt iR 
( ij) «i ■j'Tl ^ 

% fm* sp^rT #a?r 
jRpr tft few 


&F&3 FFT fUfii nf^T 
fffth r it 
sjsfR % d$w+' 

1 5 snr-srcr tft m 





FF*U 1 ,■ 



4, 

7 

PhcJI FT cR 

FRT ?R 




5. 

8 

MtV'Sd ^^R ?R 

f^r iR 


1 6 T'^fTI J^FRf FfWT 'UJFT'iT RftAa/ 



cT*fT ‘dlWlscl iR 



fFfe'F Ti?f 

^J5fR SJJdnAi 

6. 

9 

iffaR TH sqRFT 

F5R tst 

11 1 4 5T ^3T 




fdf^H: F^t 


(1) 

JjfkT 

■UtFT/lUfrtW 

7. 

10 


F"R 5R 



fdFFUF:/ tfom/ 

8. 

11 

srpCTsa:, fcFUr ?r«rr 




FRH-fk-llTfk/ 



sure 




^rfwr 

9. 

UF 

^YFRFTPR, 

FRT ?R 

(2) 

%f Tjnur FfllfddF 5PTtftm TFT ^ 



WHTCTT RIff f$t 




FT im /iRIorv 



r ctFt mRsr 


(3) 


TTF FTUfe 5T«rr 

10. 

14 

1 ^RtfksnfF?, uur sfipT stfcPff 



WR 



fRt, TtFRkT tfi 

r Rgii 

(4) 


^DTtfFRT FFT Atk- 



safFR fs<Rtfar fr 



Fu^r 



2tRJFTfwT FT 

cr^ffrtwr 

(5) 

'MTlPidi nupe 

^TF/PFTw/trpfrkm 



3 5jpF tt tft Rr 

r- <R Rq-a/'Tftn^.r 

(6) 

^^unranFi: 

f3TFUT, FIFUT, 



RPr $ft? fur 

*L' 


(?uftfFFT IRR 

FtftRrRT 1 



nFf sRRf tfR 







4^rt tft/rf: 

(7) 

^fw, l^r° Fkw, 



STDR FHlF T-T 

c 




FF lfFTT FT tfu£r, 



5 FI RFRHFT 

futa: srw 






6 Fri % fhYt 

fufe TFT %AK 

(8) 

srmfwr Fvft- 

TTTFTUJT FJTF/fFFT 


F^lk I 


fq*Sa' ifen 

7 mvz 

5TFFT 

s sjtcrR't (^JWr) Pn% 

9 Ff R fUFd 

1 0 MfT TT TFT fUTT, ?m 

t^RTTH FTST 

1 1 ■HI-HIfTiJ: FRt Ft *Nft TTR'TT^T 
sth Jr spjfj ftfWt % ^?rw% 
^(“fP'T'+i PnAff, Fk fr^ts 

^ot %uriifrqT%q‘ 

!TO IRtF 

12^%^ W 

1 3 r«l<i+j*i TFT 'ti'lvjdK feuR 

“O ’O 

RF 


(9) witufrfwr 
Fr?$;r 


WlPlTT, TTF H«IT 

tof 1 


12 17 ^rt#,fiR 5 ftf ( 1 ) RmfFF HF?t 

T^kti fft Fii ?ti w p <r*TT/ 
?tf?ir Trvrt ttftt ft w*htt fR, f^rcur 
fptst 1 fRif, ?^r itw 

F<tT «HlF' % RlT Fk 
5RT anrfiw FR I 
(2 ) 'hi^k srtt 
% fR£ tRUfkK 
FFR F^FF 

fth fmr i 


13 1ST ^fr^PIT 


gR 5urr 



14 19 'tiM si ycTf c h L |sl % 

fasrprorf % Hi u 
g<ft ^TfT i 

15 22 5IJ ^3 

16 33 ■T tT^jfJT^cT dM+<u| 

(1) sitof i^epf 

' / €\ « 

( 2) 5fe3*r *ft3^ TO 

STWT^T TT-4V5id< 

( 3) ^ 6 T e t> <pht f+ntiv fasKi 

(4) ^3 frprTO f*rer<r *rt3* 

(5) fa^r *ft3? 

irr4l7i«l 

( c) *(wwi<h w fqrp /tysfr- 

%3t 1 

(7) f%^?r *fte? 

(8) ott ^^rfafawr ai'i wit K psr^rr tot/ 
’Rfl' ’TRft jjw tre^r 1 

v&t I 

(9) TrrfVsrerrc^ aiwniwffm 

^Wtro *T3*T 1 

(10) '4<i <11 m a3*P 1 

(11) *fk} M*nT 
*P37Sf3 I 


(12) f^USUd iRT fm^ pV^SPHTO 
*fpfcr, wrff tfs^r tott ^ 

cpqr ^f%rf 
3fiT ^3Tf I 

(13) tf^T 'dH"t'< u l <Jl r HHll'*TT 4 > liH 

rWT TTC?ft^3T I 

(14) ^dfc-idi, TOJHR TOR *T3T7 

safari, toft, 

(a%j; to: ^tto- 

%3T oifid ) ^JFT, 

T^T '-K f sF 1H I 

( 15) 3“lT3T TOFT *T3F 

( 1 6) fT3^r3,ff%1 ^5T, fil'd 17 ! 3 jfw % 
fir^TT, TOTf^FT RT3, dUMHT 4d^' 
nHd 9WT, ^fHd 
FT?! TOft J, 'ffrsrr 
*pf tor totY 

'J I'dT, ^T3 His %f3pfc I 

(17) j pret fdi'dd toft 'sreTp^rw 

^qwi to*J 

( 18) ai^M^RTOR TOFT RPF dRT 

^(WW fsTfiT RlTO I 

^19) RTFTOftRRTOTV RlTOI 

TOFTT TOPI'-ftR WFTF 
(20) R^STFTC^rYr faSRT RtaS I 
yCTH< 

17 42 TOjR^^rfaTcT TTTOT fcPT # TOTTI 

18 43 'CR-^’f^r TORT TO I 



2 o8o 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 3, 1972/JYAISTHA 13, 1894 


[Part II— 

' ■ -9 - = ■ 


IV 

47^-4 -HK-l TUTT I (f^FUT 173 ®) 

«t>K«rur *FI PUT TUTT 'HIT 


ws$ irnr/^d+f ^tt Puuw 


f^Thu Pm^rri 

HIRT JTFT S,faf?UTfT[r^ JPTtSTTUTT WKT Sf^TT H ^ HTCTT 3ft WfatT 
tTRT gUTT^T SP^T ’T f *TUtr SFFSPT Vf^UFT 

Tftrr 7 4 HU 1 , ^FT ^FT PT^T 3T 'US’ 

WIT 

OTH ¥[HF Jffar 
WfafaftRI SfHJtff 
*Ft Hial 

v 4 fo - 
fafalT ®IU]H 
qft wr 

i 2 

3 4 5 6 

7 8 

9 10 

11 

12 

TmrsfrrqVr 


■H 144 , FT jfPT 



fe’H'ift : — 

fgNfuff TOT HTT% STfaftfa % fHTTTSK 




13 

14 







fjUMClt '■ 1. SJUt'F 5PUI Ml<,+i»l I 

2. %?M?T ) qfal % fal[ 5PPTI 

5F 1 ? wf^ PiFnd PTHT % H-lO fft Tit T[TTf y^'ti % Pn> STO -HMi HUT 5 6 % TUTf^TT j%*TFI 

QtTi *ug?fr % fwuT Trf^ci sum ?r ^?rWt srrcj i 

3. |huw i i[wk 1 2 Vt srfgftn tpt% *?t www r i, '*mr tt J rt^r’ hup* *rt¥* 

'Jmj i 


3/71] 

« 

H«J C^To JTTfc, TO 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX, KERALA, ERNAKULAM SOUTH, COCHlN-ifi. 

Income tax 

Cochin the 9 th August, 1971 

S. O. 1352. — In pursuance of sub-section (1) of Section 287 of the Income tax Act, 1061 (43 of 1961) and in pursuance of the order 
F. No. 16/202/67-ITB dated 25th March. 1969 of the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue and Insurance) Government of India, 
I hereby publish the names of the assessees : — 

(a) being the individuals or Hindu Undivided Families, who have been assessed on an income of more than a lakh of rupees, in 
Schedule I appended hereto: 

(b) being Firms: Association of Persons or Companies who have been assessed on an income of more than ten lakhs of rupees, in 
Schedule II appended hereto: 

during the Financial Year 1970-71. 


Scehduli I 

Names of all Individuals and Hindu Undivided Families assessed on an income over rupees one lakh in the financial year 

1970-71 


SI. 

Name and Address 

Status 

Asst year 




Income assessed 

No. 






under the Income-tax 








Act, 1961 

00 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 




(5) 








Rs. 


S/Shri, 







I 

Alexander V. M., 

M/s. Veilappilli Bros., 

Individual 

1970-71 

* 

• 


. . 1,01,380 


Kottayam. 







2 

Anandaji Shah, S., ... 

S.M. Street, Calicut. 

Do. 

Do.’ 

* 

■ 

• 

■ . 1300^460 

3 

Ahammed K., . 

Manieri. 

Do. 

1969-70 

• 

• 


. . 1,21,050 

4 

Haji K. Asianar, .... 
Codun-2. 

Do. 

i97«-7i 

• 

• 

• 

. . 1 j 33,250 


ecr G.J., 

Cochin-2. 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

■ 

• 

1,20,230 

6 

Ashecr B. J-, .... 

Cochin-2. 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

• 


. , U24,5i* 

7 

8 

Aahecr S.J., 

Cochin-2. 

Balakrishna Pillai P., 

International Cashew Traders, 

Do. 

Do. . 

' 

* 


a a 


Quilon. ..... 

Do. 

Do. . 

- 

p 


. . 2,17,630 


Bolland A.D., 

C/o Pierce Leslie India Ltd., 













1 


Calicut. .... * 

Do. 

1966-67 

. 

. 

. a 

. - t,94,5 70 

XQ 

Do. 

Do. 

1967-68 

m 

• 

• a 

1,41,390 

XI 

Do. . * • ■ • 

Do. 

1968-69 

P 

• 

a a 

1,78,850 

12 

Do, » # • • 

Do. 

1969-70 

• 

• 

. 

. . 1,62,380 

13 

14 

Do. 

Bharathan Pillai P., 

Do. 

1970-71 

• 

• 

• 

. . 1,68,26® 

Asiatic Export Enterprises, . 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

a 

• a 

t >43, 570 


Quilon 

• 

a 

* a 

a ■ 

15 

Balubhai Hamchand Shah, 

Cochin-2. ..... 

Chellappen N„ P.WD. Contractor, 

Do. 

Do.. 

■ 

• 

a 

. . 1,05,290 

l6 



Shahkumugham , 

Trivandrum. .... 

Do. 

1969-70 

• 


* * 

1,08,830 


17 

Do. • • * • • 

Do. 

1970-71 

P 

a 

* 

1 , 73.870 

18 

Chellappan Chettiar N., 

Do. 

Do. 

a 

a 

* • 

. . 1,761460 

Sivakumar Oil Mills, 

Mayyanad, Quilon. 








19 

Chacko T 

M/a. T.M. Cnacko St Partem., 


Do. 






Kanjirappally. 

Do. 

* 

a 

a 4 

. . I » 23 » 66 o 

20 

Cherian K. M., 

C/o. Malaysia Manorama, 

Do. 

Do. 






Kottayam. ..... 

* 

* 

t * 

. . 1 , 11,750 
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SfShri. 

2i Chackola Lonappan Palu, 
Chackola Bhavan, 

Trichur 


Individual 

1970-71 



R(. 

1,01,220 

22 Cheria Pathrose, 

Kolencherry. 


Do. 

1969-70 



I,33 j 88 o 

23 Damodaran A.. 

New Timber Trader*, 

Calicut. .... 


Do. 

I 97 °- 7 I 



2 , 57 jB 40 

24 Francis K. J., 

Trlchur 


Do. 

Do. . 



2,22,560 

25 H. H. Gouri Lakshmi Bhai, 

8th Princes, Kawdiar Palace, 
Trivandrum. 


Do. 

Do. 


• m * > ■ 

1,65,140 

26 H. H, Gouri Parvathy Bhal, 

6th Princess, Kawdiar Palace, 
Trivandrum, 


Do. 

Do. . 



1,82,580 

27 Gangadharan Pillai P., 

Kerala Nut Food Co., 

Quilon. .... 


Do. 

Do. 


a pati 

1,12,740 

28 Goplnathan Nair K. 

Cashew Exporters, 

Quilon .... 


Do. 

1967-6S 


> * » • » 

5,58,190 

29 George C. N., 

Chirathllttu, 

Itdthanam, 

Clianganucherry. 


Do. 

1962-63 


• « ♦ • * 

3,9i,420 

30 Gopala Kini V., 

General Merchant. 
Kayamkulam. 


Do. 

1970-71 

■» 

• a • ■ • 

1,14,840 

31 Hall P. G. S., 

Malavalam Plantations, 

Cochln-3 


Do. 

1969-70 


* • » 1 • 

1,36,680 

32 Do. .... 


Do. 

. I 970 - 7 I 

• 

• t t • ■ 

1,43.8x0 

33 Ittv Kurien, 

Padinlarekkara, 

Kottayam 


Do 

Do. 

• 

* a a » • 

2,04,520 

34 Jhon Enoch, Western 

Medical Stores, 

Quilon. .... 

• 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

• * * • n 

1,38,480 

35 Jacob K’ A., 

Contractor, 

Kadavanthara, 

Emakulam.’. 

• 

Do. 

1966-67 

• 

» a t » * 

i,3L45o 

36 Do. .... 

■ 

Do. 

1967-68 


• ■ * p * 

1,13,810 

37 Joseph Lopez, 

Ernakulam. . . . 


Do. 

1968-69 

• 

• * * • ♦ 

1,45,630 

38 JeevanraJ Vithaldas, 

Cohin-2 


Do. 

1970-71 

a 

* * • a 4 

1,20,560 

30 Tackson M. C. A., 

T.T. E. & Co. Ltd, 

Vandlperiyax. 


Do.J 

Do-1 



1,53,370 

40 Kurien Abraham, : 

Ch Calicut Tyre- 
Retreaing Co., 

Calicut. 


Do. 

Do. 




41 Krlshnan M., 

Haridas Bros., 

Big Bazar, Calicut. 


Do. 

Do. . 



1,01,520 

1,22,010 

42 Karappan A.M., 

New Timber Traders, Calicut. 


Do. ■ 

Do . 


* • t t 4 

2,56,720 

43 Kochukrishnan Nair K., 

Geetha Automobiles, Calicut 


Do. 

1970-71 



1,88,260 

44 Kaderkutty A.K., 

Tellicherry. .... 


Do. 

Do. 




1,74,870 

45 Karunakaran K., 

Karuna Cashe Co., Quilon. 


Do. 

1 967-68 




I,X9,730 

46 Do 


Do. 

1968- 69 

- 



1,36,840 
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T. 

OT 

(2) 

(3) 



(4) 





■W 











Rs. 

47- 

Krishna Iyer N., 

Advocate, Kottayam. 

Individual 

1938-59 







6,22,370 

48. 

Do. 

Do. 

1939-60 







5,12,640 

49- 

Do. 

Do. 

1962-63 

# 




a 


2,19,240 

50. 

Do. 

Do. 

1966-67 

* 


, 

a 



7,21,660 

5i- 

Late Kochuvareed T.V., 
Trichur-Represented by legal heirs. 

Do. 

1952-53 







1,02,374 

52. 

Do. 

Do. 

1953-54 



. 

a 


. 

1 ,00,99 1 

53- 

Do. 

Do. 

1955-56 




p 



1,07,574 

54- 

Krlsh minin Co. 

Techatnpara. 

Do. 

1966-67 

- 


• 

• 

• 

• 

1,29,310 

55 - 

Late Kumaran Nair, Co., 

Contractor, Chalakudy, Represented 
by son Sri. C. K. Govindankutty 
Nalr. ...... 

Do. 

1970-71 







1,21,630 

56. 

Kuriakosc M.K., 

Kolencherry. .... 

Do. 

1966-67 

• 

a 



a 

a 

1,36,790 

57- 

Kamath M.R., 

Bakul Cashew Co., Qnilon , , 

Do. 

1966-67 

* 


* 


* 

* 

i,73,3 55 

58. 

Landon, C.H.S., 

Hurrlsons and Cross Field, Cochin-3. 

Do. 

1969-70 


• 

• 


• 

a 

1,42,040 

59- 

Do 

Do. 

1970-71 

• 

* 

• 

. 

• 


1,36,250 

6q. 

Lorance C.W.M., 

Wenworth Estate, Cherampadi Post. 

Do. 

Do. . 

5 




• 

* 

1,07,890 

61. 

N.H. Lakshmi Bhai, 

1st Princess, Kaudiar Palance, 
Trivandrum. .... 

Do. 

1970-71 

♦ 





a 

1,61,580 

62. 

Lakshmanann pillai P., 

Laxmon& Co., Qnilon. . 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

a 

• 

a 

• 

• 

1,56,810 

61 ■ 

Mathew V.C., 

Vcllapilly Bros-) Kottayam 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

• 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

1 , 05,430 

64 - 

Mamman K.M., 

Malabar Timber Co., Ernakulam. . 

Do. 

Do. 

# 


* 

a 

a 

• 

1 , 57,440 

65 * 

May A.R., 

Binny Ltd., Cochin- 1. . . 

Do. 

Do. 

. 


a 

• 

• 

• 

i, 8 4,533 

66- 

ManiC.C-, 

Kolencherry 

Do. 

1966-67 

. 

• 

. 

, 

a 

, 

1,25,860 

67. 

J. Me- Adam , 

J & P Coata s , Koratd, . 

Do. 

1970-71 

• 

• 

a 


. 

a 

1,97,120 

68- 

Narnboodiri C.N., 

Thodupuzha. .... 

Do. 

Do. 

• 

• 

• 

, 

, 


1,24,270 

69. 

NealeD-E., 

Dynock Estate, Vandiperiyar. 

Do. 

Do. 

* 

■ 

a 

• 


• 

1,03,950 

70. 

Narayanan T., 

C/o. M/s .T. Narayanan, Merchants, 
Badagara. ..... 

Do. 

1969-70 

• 

• 

• 

• 

. 


1,08,380 

7i- 

Paylor R. H-, 

Harisons & Cross Field, Cochin-3. 

Do. 

1970-71 

• 


a 

a 

a 

a 

i, 37 , 78 o 

72 . 

Pittaway-L.G., 

Malayalam Plantation, Cochin-3 

Do 

1967-68 







1,42,060 

73- 

Parvathy B 

Kerala Nut Food Co , Quilon 

Do 

1969-70 

# 

* 

• 

• 

• 

a 

1,28,410 

74 - 

Parameswaran Bharathan, 

Laxinan & Co , Quilon 

Do 

1970-71 

* 

a 

a 

a 

. 


1,22,620 

75 . 

Pavunny K. I, 

C/o A.C. Stores, Ernakulam 

Do 

1969-70 


. 

, 

a 

. 


1,52,2 10 

7 f>. 

Do 

Do 

1968-69 

• 

• 

* 

• 



1,11,450 

77 - 

Do. ..... 

Do 

1967-68 

* 






1,01*390 

78. 

Ramakrishan Sanaa, S., 

‘Sreepathi’ Pattom Palace, 

Trivandrum .... 

Do 

1970-71 







1,20,620 

79- 

Raghava Mcnon A.C., 

Cochin-3 ..... 

Do 

1960-70 

• 


a 




1,39.900 

80. 

Ritche C.W.S., 

Harrison & Cross Field, Cochin-3 


7 T 







t ^0 R 60 
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Rb. 


St. 

SubhadraRavikarunakaran, 

Santhi Bhavan, Alleppey 

Individual 

1968-69 

* 


1,32,870 

82. 

SadanandaP. K. 

Excel Sea Foods, Pachalam. 

Do. 

1967-6! 



1,05,630 

> 3 - 

Salay Mohammed IbMahim Sait, 





Cochin-2. .... 

Do. 

1970-71 

• 


1,12,840 

84. 

Samuel Aaron Co., c/o Hindustan 
China Clay Works, Pappinissery, 
Cannanore ..... 

Do. 

1969-70 



1 , 99,400 

85. 

Seshagiri Bhat B., c/o M/s. Vasudeva 
Bhat, Tellicherry . . 

Do. 

1970-71 



Ij 38,39 0 

86- 

Sathrugnan, Pillai P . 

Indian Nut Products, Quilon. 

Do. 

1970-71 



1,13,740 

87. 

SarojiniAmmaN . 





Crown Tin Works, Quilon. 

Do. 

Do. 

. 


1,18,060 

18 . 

Subramania Iyer N ., 

Kottayam. 1 

H.U.F. 

1958-39 



16,66,460 

I9. 

Do 

Do. 

1959-60 


* 

6 , 74 * 93 ° 

90. 

Do 

Do. 

1960-61 

* t t ■ 

a 

4,38,60 

91 

[Do 

Do. 

1961-62 


. 

1,40,160 

92. 

Do 

Do. 

1966-67 


• 

7 * 3^,270 

93 - 

Sreedharanunni B.N-, 

Sreekrishna Pharmacy, Trivandrum. 

Individual 

1966-67 



6,27,900 

94 - 

Thomas O-, 

C/o, Forbes Ewart & Figgs (P) Ltd., 
Cochin-3 

Do. 

1970-71 




1 , 11,390 

95 - 

96. 

Thomas K.C., Thodupuzha 

Twaddel J.W., 

Do. 

1966-67 



1,00,520 

J&P Coats, Koratty. . 

Usman Koy a M., 

Do. 

■ Do. 

1970-71 


• 

2,15,900 

97 . 

Calicut ..... 

1960-61 


- 

1,00,990 

98. 

UshaT.C., 

NaniNiwas, Quilon 

Vijayaraghavan, M.K. 

Do. 

1970-71 



2,51,100 

99. 

Do. 

Koorkcnchcrry, Triehur. 

VaguN.T., 

1966-67 

- 


1,72,500 

100. 


General Merchant, Big Bazar, 

Calicut. ..... 

Do. 

1970-71 

• » t • 


1,27,810 


IOI. 

Weavers P.J., 

Do. 

Do. 



1,27,850 


Harrisons & Cross Field Ltd., 
Quilon. 






102. 

Yusuff C. P. A., Mundakayam 

Do. 

Do. 

. 

* 

2 , 49*350 


Schedule II 


SI. Name and address Status 

No. 

i 2 ? 


1. Commonwealth Trust Ltd., Company 

Calicut. 

2. Forbes Ewart StFiggs (P) Ltd., Private Ltd. Co. 

Cochin-3 

3. Punalur Paper Mills Ltd., Company 

Punalui- 

4. Premier Cotton Spinning Mills Ltd., Do. 

Kanjikode, Palghat. 

5. Quilon Marine Produce Co . , Firm 

Quilon. 

6. Travancore Titanium Products Ltd., Company 

Trivandrum 


Asst, year Income assessed 

under IT Act, 1961 


5__ 

Rs. 


1970-71 

. 

13,86*150 

Do. 

. 

. . 11*69*990 

Do. 

. 

22,19,300 

Do. 

■ 

. . 10,74,460 

1969-70 

. 

11,46*830 

1970-71 

■ 

80*13*590 


Sfc, 3(u>] 
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r* 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 - 

Travancore Sugars & Chemicals Ltd., 
Tiruvalla, 

Public Ltd Co. 

1969-7O .... 

16,87,650 

8. 

Travancore Tea Estates Ltd., 
Vandiperiyar. 

Foreign Company 

Do. 

12, 18,280 

9 - 

' fravancore Cochin Chemicals Ltd., 
Udvogamandal. 

The Western India Plywoods Ltd., 
Baliapattom. 

Public Ltd . Co. 

1965-66 .... 

18, 32.810 

16. 

Company 

1970-71 .... 

29j 1^)070 

II. 

Do. 

Do. 

1964-65 .... 

23,01,850 

12. 

Do. 

D.o 

1963-64 • 

2 I, 33'760 


[C. No, io/B/Tech/A/71-72] 


wtiwt srrow tt wntf tu, wtw, qTiirmm «w, 

9 *nnr, 1971 

faTo Wto 13 52. . (rnm stftfm, 1961 ( 1961 43) ^ tJTTT 287 A tf-JURT (ii) % ^ fafa 

(Tr3T^^tffaTfam»T) % 161 2021 67-tTo fto afro forfa 25 Ffa, 1969 % 5FJin7>T t, ^' fa^faft aPT 

fauffaff 45 T htpt ferm <rrw % i 

5i. srfar tt wfanr^cr '-rfrTrr 5ft f , 70-71 % TRfa if ^ ^rer ^q-ir it wfai; trw qr faeiffcr fw wi 

&, fa^TT THT KEjg^fr 1 ft $ I 

5TT. TF *TT wrfjRTAT 3fT npnfad HT qrvft \PT T, 70-71 % TRTifa 7T F TT 5fPf 4TT IT trfsRT 5TBT T7 ffarffatf 

f^mrr *ptt fsnfa tut w^j^t 2 if $ 1 

*PJTT*ft 1 


vf.-H Tm^flTqgT ffafa m ts faff?T®r «rt <m *px iifErfaTif, 

TTUTT 1961 Tr tr^TlT 

fTTfffa fw Tin 


E° 


1 


sfaW 

1970-71 

1,01,380 

2 

aft 5IFP? ^ft WTf tfao , tT?To irq-o ^T*ft--K£ 

sqfar 

1970-71 

1,00,460 

3 

%°, faFft .... 

srfw 

1969-70 

1,21,050 

4 

’Sftfptft# F766K, Ttf^T'T-2 

^(Vd 

1970-71 

1,33,250 

5 

'-ft %o ^o, 'flfaqq- 2 

sqffd 

1970-71 

1,20,230 

6 

s^T flTffn;, fa° ^ 0 , ^tf^T-2 

sq-facf 

1970-71 

1,24,510 

7 

ait sfafa, D;^To ^0, 


1970-71 

1,13,620 

8 

ifr THTfOTT frfa, TTo , ^sfaoFTT TFR, qfartT 

•iff'Td 

1970-71 

2, 17,630 

9 

TfT-?, oo ?K piTTF Tfat ifaOT fa 0 , qrifa^T 

sfafT 

1966-67 

1,94,570 

10 

>j * • 

iTf'fd 

1967-68 

1,41, 390 

11 

• 

itrfw 

1968-69 

1,78,850 

12 

), * * • » 

^TfaiT 

a 

1969-70 

1,62,380 

13 

U » • ' 

«rfWj 

1970-71 

1,68,260 

14 

'4t VD7TT ffa% 'ft, PfuimQiTi T>«KFTt4, ^-4TTFTT, qrt5MF 


1970-71 

1,43,570 

15 

smj«TTt fPTW^ 5rnr, Ttffa-r-2 


1970-71 

1,05,290 

16 

q-b'ft 0 €)o, 





faWFtFJRT ..... 


1970-71 

1,73,870 




zot6 
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1 2 3 4 5 


17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 


24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 
3 3 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 
£0 
51 


■m w-hi, tj'T, •fro asaao fi°< un^snr 

..... 
fesnaa ^rfasaTT, rja ° fJIWysiK *frfair fn c-6 . asaRH, 
TfeHT ..... 


afet, ^0 TTI To, afro t^TTo TOt fT^T Tiafe, Tiffe- 

*Tc^fV ..... 


tfferra, ¥» f«io wp, aafer, mm 
j, ar+laT aaa, 


afe Tcfe, Ttafec . 

OTREf TTo ajfem £ 3 ^ ifrfee 

aaafaa, a<> fejr .... 

n^-o rr^ro ifyfr <wft STEft, 8 -fjRHT, Ttf?m TTpET, 
faiaaarjia ..... 
rj;^o r^ao ji’I 0 aisfat ara), 6— fetiti, tIPs^i <. ana, 



TfTTItl < feaT, 'fto feaT a? *E° “feci-H 

arfaarcra am, %, r^mma, afera 
sr>#, ?ft° qaro fmlWnia, sfearaa, fearvfff 
a>m feffr, «ft, aaar urn, Tra'ana, 
wTTaT ’fto afFo l * 0 o , h t-i 4 1 " 1 9 4 H | r < Ii (| r 0 , T ) fel * T — 3 


^for jfiaa, h 1 1*4 ( fen, 'ElTco *t . . 

ata fefe «}mr faffen ?afer, 

aaa, %o »h>i^T«R<, aryamr, 

ifer, $o qro, arman, r»yuir^mT . 

sfrsre $ffer, rnarTJHK I . 

sffecm fww, «h)fera -2 

'41504 l^To rj0, €\o ifto (T^T To Pnffe^, 

aiWrfrarc i . 

jfera wfltjiH, *Ti i «f> d cm: fa^ffe anfet, t i Pi - 
wz 

fisoR ITOO, ffltf, fal 4I4R, 4-.lP.iTJ' , 

Wi Fo TTpiTJ 

Tfe^f^ra am, $o, afer mtafea, anfsm: 

TKHjfet, tT« To, yferfr .... 

y m m a, %o , wtt tt aa^mfY, #pt 


ycur w(, qao, afefea, Tfeaa . 


ft 

ft 


fta *to Tfeyrfcr (jja), Ti^ff . anTTfwrRaf $, 
faifer afe $ 


it 


safe 

1969-70 


safe 

1970-7 I 


safe 

1970-71 


afe 

1970-71 


Safe 

1970-71 


safe 

1969-70 


safe 

1970-71 


safe 

1970-71 


safe 

1970-71 


safe 

1970-71 


safer 

1970-71 


safe 

1967-68 


safer 

1962-63 


safer 

1 970-71 


safer 

1969-70 


safer 

1970-71 


safer 

1970-71 


safer 

1970-71 


safer 

1966-67 


safer 

1967-68 

a<> 

safer 

1968-69 

a o 

safer 

1970-71 

Eo 

safer 

1970-71 

Ko 

®a(aa 

1970-71 

a° 

safe- 

1970-71 

To 

safer 

1970-71 

lo 

safe- 

1970-71 

!o 

safe 

1970-71 

lo 

safe 

1967-68 

Tic 

safer 

1968-69 

lo 

safer 

1958-59 

T.O 

safer 

1959-60 

lo 

safer 

1962-63 

1° 

safer 

1966-67 

lo 

«afe 

1952-53 


safe 

1953-54 



, 08,830 

, 76.460 

, 23,660 
1 , 11,750 
1 , 01,220 
1 , 33,880 

2 . 57.840 

2 . 22.560 

1 , 65, 140 

1,8 2.5 80 
1,1 2,740 
5,58 190 
3 , 91,420 

1 . 14.840 
1 , 36,680 

1 . 43.810 

2 . 04.520 
1 , 38,480 
1 , 31,450 

1 . 13.810 
1 , 45,630 

1 . 20.560 

1 . 53.370 

1 . 01.520 
1 , 22,010 
2 , 56,720 
1 , 88,260 
1 , 74,870 
1 , 19,730 

1 . 36.840 

6.22.370 
5,12,640 
2,19,240 
7,21,660 

1,02,374 

1,00,991 


52 
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2 

3 
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5 

53 


^fvr 

1955-56 

1,07,5 74 

5 4 

ifto, .... 


1966-67 

1,29,310 

55 

gprrrr iron:, *fr° 5 ^ (*fro 





%o 5 ^ ^tt) it ^777t |?f 

srrfw 

197 0-7,1 

1,21,630 

56 

iPwitilff, 4*10 ^o, 

srftrr 

1966-67 

1,36,790 

57 

*A> 1 -H Cl , HHo ilKo 


1966-67 

1,72,355 

58 

ft 0 fT ^ 0 tjTJT 0 , 07 ^ ^31 'filcsll, "hip'll - 3 

3«rffrr 

1969-70 

1,42,040 

59 

V • • « -• 


1970-71 

1,36,250 

60 

TPRT 3ft 3TOTo <THo, T^vTTT, Tlfz, ^tTRrfr 





flld ..... 

sir^ET 

1970-71 

1,07,890 

61 

rrsro IT^To 1 -fem, T^fkcTTT, TT^TH, fffr- 





= 1 M "-cl ^ 4TT ..... 

®rfw 

1970-71 

1,61,580 

62 

wto ftc-T, fro , tt?s . 

^Pld 

1970-71 

1,56,810 

63 

^Tc 1 ^, <fVo flo, H(;3f, 

ssrftRr 

1970-71 

1,05,430 

64 

3TT33FT %o tTTJo, ffPR -PWrY, UOlViHO 

3JlfW 

1970-71 

1,57,440 

65 

f 0 ito 4 1 <,« , Prfrft ff 0 , ftf^rr - 1 . 

sqlw 

1970-71 

1,84,533 

66 

*rnft, fVo ft« .... 

srfiRT 

1966-67 

1,25,860 

67 

^0 *io ?rr?tT, f 4 ?? ft ften, 

=irfw 

1970-71 

1,97,120 

68 

"t^fd ■Tr, ft 0 44 0 -t 1 iyr 1 

srfw 

) l 

1,24,270 

69 

fm, ft° $0, i?iTp 4 f*r, crftjfffrp; 

silftcT 

tr 

1,03,950 

70 

Tim^fto, fo jto HiTpruM, nr-^n, ^ncr 

StlPta 

1969-70 

1,08,380 

71 

ftr^n:, imo tr^o fiftroir vpt f4i #??, fTfsTOi-3 . 


1970-71 

1,37,780 

72 

ffOTt, IT4o # 0 , TOIOT '-HFiUM, >31^4-3 

®arfSfcr 

1967-68 

1,42,060 

73 

4 1 <4 fa, fto , ^TTT To ffT*l 

531 (fa 

1969-70 

1,28,410 

74 

T<fS4 <4 '*TTcT 5 T, 3TWJT 4 ?E «fMV, 

wrffrr 

1970-71 

1,22,620 

75 

9ROTft, %o tr 0| tT 0 *ft 0 *£tf, t^vri^W 

5ZrfjRf 

1969-70 

1,52,210 

76 

qi^uifor, %o 40 ito fto iftTO, 4 *«lf$W 

®rff?T 

1968-69 

1,11,450 

77 

It * ♦ ♦ • 


1967-68 

1,01,390 

78 

ci*if |0U M VK 8 T, 4 , 310 , 84C.4 mi^ 31, lao^'i'-ci^c+i 


1970-71 

1,20,620 

/ 9 

OT itfFT, 4 ° ifto, >6tNH-3 


1969-70 

1,39,990 

80 

•PH, ft o ist^o tt-Tj (jifrom 4 ^ 3 

oH'fW 

1970-71 

1,00,860 

81 

Tft W1HTO1, Sltft TO, <TOT*ft 


1968-69 

1,32,870 

82 

3T4i’i<rH ffo %o 4 <m *.*1 ft 5'46, wiih 


1967-68 

1,05,630 

83 

3TTO wrf^T fs, TOtr^’T^T— 2 . 

otl'PfH 

1970-71 

1,12,840 

84 

HTfTO 5ttfK ft®, f^|33(FT t^TT 4T MlfrfaiiUI, 





•PFTOJT ..... 

04 tfd 

1969-70 

1,99,400 

85 

sRffpT 'ftrr, fro, ito ^4*4 'TO, rHsf 11 

5arfw 

1970-71 

1,38,390 

86 

irrfTTOT fac^, fto , ^pTSIR f^: sftfq^T, ftWT 

«qtw 

1970-71 

1,13,740 

87 

3Td^rt 5TTOT, O/To, TpJT fcf fTO, ^tc^r 

HtrPrT 

1 1 

1,18,060 

88 

j-j^fl 4 'm ?p2TT, rpT 0 , °fil h 

f^oSTo^o 

1958-59 

16,66,460 

89 

1 ) 

f^0?Tc^0 

1959-60 

6,74,930 

90 

Jf 

%oWo^?o 

- v» 

1960-61 

4,38,600 

91 

t> 

fjjoSTo^To 

1961-62 

1,40,160 

92 

II 

%o5To^To 

- «5 

1966-67 

7,32,270 
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93 

itfMv.^tuii, afro trtjo, NltfWT Tirdftft, 

■ wrftxr 

1966-67 

9,27,900 

94 

?fr*rer, ^fr®, wYt (To ) fa®, 

•rfw 

1970-71 

1,11,390 

95 

eftw%® ?ft°, dll'll .... 

•Mpta 

1966-67 

1,00,520 

96 

cMiavi, jjo $*<^0 ^io t^e. wlo , 

wrfw 

1970-71 

2,15,900 

97 


KrfWfl 

1960-61 

1,00,990 

98 

^^1 il® <p|o, dlrfl P77l9, *nWtiT 

KlfW 

1970-71 

2,51,100 

99 

ftrjnrrra^ t^o ^To, 

•Tfafl 

1966-67 

1,72,500 

100 

WHJ ITTfo 3PTTFT ft'WNK, 

strfer 

1970-72 

1,27,810 

101 

'ft® to, TlPfET IT? TRr qfoy, fwo, «t,>55TT 

®nf^d 

1970-71 

1,27,850 

102 

zpTTi ift® 'ft® tTo, tjnjtpT 

8BTpRT 

1970-71 

2,49,350 




tfvrr 

•TT*T sAt TUT 

PftPt 

PtTTTT T^ 

ttttt tPsPYtt 

1961 % ICppTT 
PTTTfPTcT TTT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

Yiu-i'Y-iei ^TJpvfo, TtPYTc 

T^MP 

1970-71 

13,86,150 

2 

TiKsRtTTro (To) Psr°, srftf=®*5nT 

To Psro TO 

1970-71 

1 1,69,990 

3 

< fiprAT ftr 0 , 5 7 <4/ 

TWPft 

1970-71 

22,19, 300 

4 

5ftf*T2TE tY<TTT fwrfTT P*TW, f^fo , TRTtY? TWIId 

TTT*ft 

1970-71 

10,74 460 

5 

Tft^HTT^tTsftHJTrTro T)cH9 . 

m 

1969-70 

, 1 1,46'830 

6 

$ 1 7 7 "til T E5 JlPdTTi TYstdTT Pitt 0 , PntH r i , ’Ci^t*i 

T^TTI 

1970-71 

80,13,590 

7 

5 1 7 7 ‘h 4 1 Gi <5 r i 1*9 *6 741 , Ptf 0 ftt 64 7<4 1 

To ftfo T° 

1969-70 

16,87,650 

8 

T ft PTJte pH'0 , TTpoS^Pw 1 t . 

Pr^ft T^r^ft 

1969-70 

12,18,280 

9 

?TTTTT tfflP^PT %PTTTT P<T° .^T^uast' 

T 0 P?T 0 T1 0 

1 965—66 

18,32,810 

10 

p; %Yui ^ftrSTI frf° ; TpTTT^T 

TTtpft 

1970-71 

29,15,070 

11 

f? *T^®1 ?P U «7 1 jTPd^HiiiidT 

t*ttY 

1964-65 

23,01,850 

12 

Pt Wfm tPotut 'vpjt P^r ° tPpttth^t 

TTTtff 

1963-64 

21,33,76 0 

[tft° 10/^)yjT/tro/71-7 2] 


S.O.I353. — In pu'BUincc of sub-section fi) of Section 187 of the Income- tan Act, 1961,(43 of 1961) and in pursuance of order 
h". No. 16/202/67- ITB dated 25th March, 1969 of the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue & Insurance) Government of India, 
I hereby publish the names and other particulars relating to asscssccs on whom a penaltyof not less than Rs. 5,000/- w« s imposed during 
the financial year 1970-71 in the Schedules I,II,III,IV,V and VI append'd hereto; — 

Schbdulb I 

Persons who have been penalised for concealment of income under section 27l(l)(c) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 During the 


Financial year 1970-71 

SI. Name and address 

No- 

Status 

Amountof penalty 

Assessment year 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

X. M/S. M. Ahamed Shah & Co., 
Palghat. 

Regd. Firm. 

Rs- 7,483 

1965-66 
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Sec. 3 (iij ] 


Schedule II 

Persons who have been penalised for failme to file the returns of income or to produce books of accounts under section 271(1', (a) 
or (b) of the Income tax Act, 1961 during Financial yeai 1970-71 


si. 

No. 

Name and address 

S tarns 

Amount of penalty 

Assessment year 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

X. 

Abdul Azeez, 

C/o- H. II. Y- Sail & Sons, 
Kayamkulam. 

Individual. 

Rs- 

8,180 

1964-65 

2. 

N- Chellappan, FWD 

Contractor, Shankumughim, 
Trivandrum. 

Do 

12,644 

1967-68 

3- 

Do 

Do 

7>2I3 

1968-69 

4 . 

Kadccja Bhai, 

C/o, II. H- Y. Sait & Sons, 
Kayamkulam. 

Do 

7,319 

1964-65 

5- 

Mohammed Abdul S attar, 

C/o. M/S. H. H. Y. Sait & Sons, 
Kayamkulam. 

Do 

18,760 

Do 



Schedule III 



Persons who have been penalised for 

non-payment of tax. 

during Financial year 1970-71. 


SI- 

No. 

Name and address 

Status 

Amount of Penalty 

Assessment Year 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

v NIL 


Schedule IV 

Persons who have been penalised lor other defaults like failure to file annual returns relating to employees and failure to pay tax 
alien deduction from salaries. Financial year 1970-71- 


NIL 


SCHEDUJ F V 

Tenons who w e r c convicted during the year 1970-71 as a result of proceedings under the Indian Penal Code for an offence connected 
with proceedings under the Incornetax Act. 


NIL 

PtsfcW-jS 


SCHEDULE VI 

Particulars of cases where publication under section 59-A of the Indian Income-tax Act. 1922,287 of the Income-tax Act, 1967 
has been made in an earlier year and -where the penalty is cancelled or deduced on further appeal, reference, revision or rectification during 
the financial year 1970-71. 


Result of further appeal, reference, recti- 
fication or revision. 


1. Serial number. Remarks 

2 . N ante & Address ■ 
t. Status- 

а. - Assessment Year. 

3. No- & date of Min. of Fin. Notification in which the name w«s published and the 

S. No- in that notification. 

б. Amount of penally published. 

7. Date of Ordct- 

8. Sanction under which order passed. 

9. Whether penalty' cancelled or reduced, 
to. Revised amount of Penalty. 


NIL 


[C. No. io/B/Tech/A/71-72] 
S- N. SASTRI, Commissioner of Incometax. 
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qtf ' W.o 1353. — RTTRR TfTfTT 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 R 4 3 ) Tt *JFT 287 TT TERRI (J.) T TTR f?r?T ORTHO (TTHR 
5fVT ofttn qR no 16/202/67-q° £l° sfro feqfqr 25 RR, 1969 % TFRTT if, $, fTRfFfTJcT fRjffRf 
% TR sftT 5RT fRTTq TT fTJTm RRT t, fRR 19 70-71 ’TPTfTT RT if 5,000 RJf (RT TTH Tf srfETF 3R 

H3TTTT RTT f I HR W([: TT?JTJHt 1, 2, 3, 4 , 5, HR 6 H t I 

1 

1970-71 *TPTfa ii , ?rnTTT Ttfalwr, 1 9 o 1 R surr 271 (Ii (*fh 57 TERR m*r fvil* H ?? tev wt 
f^TET?f^fr : — 


tic 

OR ?ffa TTT 

ffaffff R IT ir fa RR 

ffarfaT fa 

l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 R 

ittt o tort Trr? qi? *Ti°, tw^r: 

fafaar? qtf 

*0 7,843 

1 9 6 5 — 6 


iWb 2 




1970-71 HTlf^T TT Tf, TTRIF TTfSfffaR 1 9 6 1 fa STPT 

271 (n (qi R 

(fai fa terr, ttr ffaRfa tr 

ett qrfeat far tr ti Tfan ^ ffar far fwffzifr i 




sR tic 

tr wire tot 

Ifarfa fa T? 

fa fa tw 

ffaTR fa 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 




>. 0 


1 

?r«55r Tww, q^o q^o tu, fa, q<R 





RJRfRT . ... . 

•qfqfT 

8,180 

1964-65 

2 

q?T° faSRET, t 'Tf ° TRT o fa o, faoyTqgT, 5:STsj!5+T, 





J ■H , 

faffaT 

12,644 

1967-68 

3 

. 

«qf*frT 

7,213 

1968-69 

4 

TrtR Tnf , qq^ qq° qr£o fa q<w er, . 

iqffa 

7,319 

1964-65 

5 

qt^RT TrsgsrRmfa q^o qNo qrf ° fa qs? tuh, 






Rffa 

18,760 

1964-65 



3 




1970-71 TTPTfR TT *T TTH RT H R faq far ffafafafa 1 



SR IT o 

OR TfR q-^r 

ffarffa 

fa tt Rr 

ffarifar fa 


1 


3 


4 


5 


Skc. 3(ii)] 
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4 

gnrftT 19 70—71 if SENT tfi fcrr f'W f q ThtH qTZff, hr qq% q dfi V TT spitefV TZ% , 

5TC1 E W ’ll? I 


SNq 

c\ 

mjtft 5 

1970-71 ir, ?rrwT ^fyf^Rrrr % r^et r TiqqT^V e fzdr zttuu % fsnt, ?rrcftq hF?-! r % hetfet srfqsrffr 

sftfdr fdt dr fqdfzHr i 




SR^F 0 

?f,^r^JT srrq^z ^ftrfdnr, 1922 d ottt 5 9 -^ m to srfsrfqq-q, 1 ooi d «nn 287 % ntti -7 f^rerriq qdr 
% qrr, srcdr, fdrsT, ^disnr qr dTdEFf % z? f%?r dr m wzd dr is fTpr?rarrd fqsrffdriqT ?n‘ fqq^-qrdzr dr 1970 - 

71 I 


tut fqsndzr fdr 


?rd<ff, fqdrr, jqfrsR qr qfzsfm ^ TiTunir 



TUT sftz 

fzqfff fdtJTZ' 8 ' df fdfTrf^mq 

5 TFrf?TT 

snsst 

' 

*ro 

TfTT 

TT d d 

is Tr 

d 

sidur tht 



(fo di r fqf«T rfiT 

ZTR 

fdf«r 

fqrqr qqr 



n 't-’H “ 



^mrrq'd 

\P 



wr 




1 

2 

34 5 

6 

7 

8 


qqr in 

qz'iqr fon 


T"? 'fTT 

zrzr 


10 


1 1 




[rft° ?ro lO/do/STTf/qo/71-72] 
trfTo ir^fo imr^fr, 

^rrqzrz zr rq set, % zht , e sy i t j <.t >h i 


INCOME-TAX 

Cochin, the 25th February, 1972 

S.O. 1354. — In pursuance of sub-section. (1) of Sec- 
tion 287 of the Income-tax Act, 1981 (43 ol 1961) and 
in pursuance of Order F. No. 83/108/09-ITB', dated 


28th December, 1970 of the Ministry pf Finance (De- 
partment of Revenue and Insurance), Government of 
India, I hereby publish the names of assessees in 
whose case amounts over Rs. one lakh have beOft 
written off during the financial year 197IJ-71 as per 
Schedule-1 appended hereto: — 


Schedule I 

Names of assessees in whose cases amounts over Rs. one lakh have been written off during the year 1970-71 in Kerala Charge 


SI. No. Name and address of the assessee. 

Status 

Assess- 

ment 

vear 

The accounts 
written off 

Brief reasons for write off. 


I 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


t M/s. Star of India Trading Company 
Baliapatam, 

Firm 

1949-50 

to 

1951-52 

Rs. 

1, 17, 923’ 00 

The firm or its partners 
neither any movable nor 
immovable properties to 
proceeded against. 

had 

any 

be 
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r^ARi, it- 

CD 

(2) J) 

( 4 ) 

C 5 l 

(0) 





(Rs.l 

2 

Shri C. Velukutty. Calicut . . . Individual 

1959-60 

1,93,693- 00 

There was no possibility of realis- 
ing any further amounts by 
proceeding against the proper- 
ties of the defaulter. 

3 

Shri V. T. Varkey, C/o Mannat Brothers, Individual 

(P) Ltd. Athirampu7ba, Kottayam 

1952-53 

& 

1,08,60000 

The assessee or the Company 
own neither any movable 



1953-54 


nor any imovable properties to 


be proceeded against, 

“NOTE. — The statement that the tax due from a person has been written off only means that in the opinion of the Income-tax Depart 
ment it cannot on the date of publication be realised from the known assets of the assessee. The publication does not imply that the 
amount is irrecoverable in law or that the assessee is discharged from this liability to pay the amount in question”. 

[C. N0.42/TR/71-72] 

5 . T. TIRUMALACHARJ, 
Commissioner of Income Tax (Tax Recovery). 

2 5 ffTRLl, 1 9 72. 

ttRo srto 1 3 5 4- — WRRwfsrfaRT i96i ( i9€i 43 ) #tnrr 287 qttsr^tnrr ( 1 ) *frr fa vuRw sTd 

sfYirr fffvnff) % R tfo 33 / 108/69 2 % ro, fcrtff: 26 fcwr 1970 % swrr Jr, f, faRffTfaR faqfMRi'f 

t .Till fffyrNT TTTT ff, fTffT -Wd, 1970-71 ttqftTfftf if, tnp tTR TT qftFF W T7 fTffT ffTT £ I RLr Hit] 

i 1 ) * t 1 

ffftrffvfffzff TR f 3 R% 1970-71 RlfaRf t, R sr; T R trfffT RtT qp RTRR fWT PR — - 

I F 7 eT l *rRjf I 



WffrftFff ffiT TPT *k. TTT 

fFrfff 

fpErfTTTT R4 

TTTTffR fi|?HT 

*rqr%*R rr eft rffoiR 






ffffTtJT 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(«) 

1 

5r>fiff¥irr^f5Rffio, 


1949-50 % 

Fo 

1,17,923. 00 

T6 r virftRf tt Tiff- 


sM'TJ'MH 1 


1951-52 


f 1 

2 

fflo TrfffTtT 1 


1959-60 

1,93,693. 00 

xjffi' ffiTff % pqffl Bfd 






TRTRT TT%, *ft 

Riff ffff HFfffSRR , 

ag-rir ii WffIT S; | 

3 

>sftarF° TRft, ffTTr/RW? 3FTR, 


1952-53 

1, 08,600 , 00 

fffErffFff m ffiRl qr qrrtf- 


(t) fvfo, srfff^n^r, i 


1953-54 RF 


ffTR vlRffT ■qtjj 

qr RTfrT | 1 


jftj: — tTtp RfacT ff fjm^r % TTTT tFTRTff TTff ZfjfF fTR |far RJ W, TIRR fsRR % 5)ffRff 

% STTOff-fRTRT TT STFff f«FTT R RpR I TffT ETfffff ffff ^tffT § f% RT TffR fffffffft 

sir^t fcmfffsrffRF # ;3 r>r ?> mr 1 1 


[?ffo ?fo 42 /ito *m:./7i-7? ] 
TT^lo ifto fffTTRTffrtV, 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER CF INCCME-TAX, PCCNA 

ORDER 

Perm, iht Itt, Juiu, 1971 

8.0. T3J5 — In pursuance of Su^-Sectlon (1) of Sec. 124 of the Ircome-tax Act. iq6t (43 of 101‘D end in ri'peTfession of oil prrvV a 
order* on this suHect, the Commissioner of Ircome-tsx, Poona here y directs thtt the Ircomc-trx Officers specified in < oh mn 2 of tl e 
Schedule appended to this order shall perform all the functions of the Irrpnte-trx Cfticer in rerpect of the frees, pertors, clrsns if 
P irso is Incomes, classes of Incomes, case* or classes of cases mentioned in Column 4 thereof except in respect of such cases as have Ucn 
or may hereafter be assigned specifically to any other Income-tax Officer. 

SnaruiB 


District or Circle Designation of the Income- Headquarters lurisdiction 

tax Officer 

1 a 3 4 


Satara . 


Sahara , 


Satara 


Income-tax Oflknr A 'Ward Satan I. 

n. 

m. 

IV. 

V. 

Income-tax Officer EL Yard Sanaa I, 

n. 

in. 

rv. 

Incom*-t« Officer SataTa L 

C Yard. 


All persons (other than Companies 'Co-operative 
So letes, persons whose annual salat y 
during the previous year exceeded the maximum 
immin’ not chsrgeal le to Income tax ard rersor.i 
whose lots) income is made up of income wholly 
tsxed at saurie or dividends or both") whose place 
of assessment is in Rarad Taluk of Satara District. 

All partners of the firms assessed by the ITO 
A Ward. Satara. Irrespective of the amount of 
total income of such persons if they are assessable 
in Satara District. 

All Limited Companies & Co-operative societies 
in Satara District. 

All Directors of the Limited Comranlen id 
Co-operative Societies relerred to above and whose 
place of assessment is in Satara District. 

All new cases arising out of survey work or other* 
wise in Karad 1 alulca. 

All persons (other than companies Co-operative 
societies, their Directors, person* whose annual 
salary during the previou, year exceeded the 
maximum amount not chargeable to Income-tax 
and persons whose, total income is made up of 
li come wholly taxed ai source or dividends 0* 
both) whose place of assessment is in ; 

1. Satara Taluka. 

a. Koreaoon Taluka. 

3, Vi al Taluka. 

4. Mahabalcahwar Mahal of Satara District. 

All partner* of the firms assessed by the ITO B 
\X ard, Satara, irrespective of the amount of total 
income of such person* if they are assessable in 
Satara District. 

All persons in Satara Distt. whose total Income is 
made up of income wholly taxed or dividend* 
or both i.c, refundees. 

Ail new cases arising out of survey work or other* 
wise in Satars, Koiegcon, and Vt ai 1 alula* and 
Mahabaleshwar Mal.al of Satara District. 

All person* (other than Companies Co-opemve 
societies their Directors and persons whose an tal 
salary during the previous year exceeded the 
maximum amount not chargeable to Income-tax 
and persons whose total income is made up of 
income w holly laved ai source ot dividends o: both) 
w hose place of assessment is in * 
j. Phulian Taluka. 

2. khatav Taluka. 

3. I’atan Taluka. 

4. Man Taluku. 

5. Jaoli Taluka. 

6. Rhamlala Mahal of Satara District. 
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4 


it. All partners of the firms assessed by the f.T.O 
C Ward Satara, irrespective of the total income 
of such persons if they arc assessable in Satara 
District. 

III. All persons in Satara District whose annual salary 
during the previous vear exceeded the maximum 
amount not chargeable to Income-tax. 

IV. All new cases arising out of survey work or other 

wise in Phaltan, Khatavj Patan, Man & Jaoli 
Taluk as and Khandala Mahal of Satara District. 


This trder shall take effect fiom 1 - 6 - 1971 . 


OTJW vofwr 
*!T*vr 


[No. i 4 i-Saf»ra/ 7 i- 72 , (Tech.)] 


^TT, 1 1971 

t[3ro ffjo 1355. — WERR srfsrfffTtT, 1961 ( 1961 43) «fit ERT 124 TWRT ( l) % *ERTR ffET 

*r ^ % Eft wTkff fr ffsEWE tot steer eejtcT yn q^jra ffkr {£ far w *rrkr St fEtff f 

ww 2 Sr f5Tf%K3r wm trftmfi pan? 4 Sr ftf df «tfr, wfaiff, sqf*fcT«ff =rSt ffw, wr, wet ^ ffnnrt, rrnrf imr 
ETEHt ft fffft Sr EWfalE Eft TElf ft El'EEt ft »R4R fa*! fffT lEq- EEER EfETTSt ft fasfacT: ftf 

fif ft ITT SEf WETf fk I 




*TTf*E 

TTERR HfTEElft VT TT 

fW WdtTET 

StffTftTTiR 

1 

2 

3 

4 


eert tott irfavrO eert i. Eft aqfaifr (*RTfEfr/E?*rft EfEfcnff, ftnft 

V Sr TifEE %epT 'fit zrfVr »r e spirit ttA fEE tiff re 

Tiftr Si wfw ft, fk t «iffT fcprft ifE %m jit eft g;ofar: ater 

TK fWTffff $ UT ETEtE El ftft E ft ®tpR ffm TR 
ffsfw R WET EERT ffw % TRET ER^fE Sr $ | 

2. Tff % Eft vrfkR ffm eeer TtfaEnkt V Eii eert 

TRI dR (fittTPtct ^TT ^ -dfif) Mid ft ft jjt, 

fk f f^srarr tetri Sr ffufa f i 

3. ffET EERT ft Eft ff° ifEElfdt EET E^Tlft Effffqt I 

4. ] Wfaff fk E^TRt EfEffff % Eft fffffET fffff 

r ffrrfw w wet fW hurt Sr $ i 

5 Eft »Pt mimvi ft ’fRIff E i 1 Sr Ef?TE Tfif % TfTETETWE 

*eett ew jppr Sr etw jit 1 1 




SBC. 3(H)] 
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Emu (turn uftmft Emu i" 

Vmi 


2. 


3. 


5. 


Emu wu uforvTfr Emu 1. 

Ymi 


2.’ 


3.’ 


4 . 


E*fr Rfm (Tufmff, H$uff ufuluuf, ee% fift mv , <$r 
Rftmn, fjrmffr mr t mfmp tmr ^ uftr mr e her 
nft Rr ufa+mr ufor % ufiTF «ft t Rfmr $u 
ur ur | iff yfa: uft <tt fERrrftiH | m umtH m 
RR t $ mt u’lfVT fmnfr tt ft&fur ur put fmEfHftm 

(i) Emu rn^+t 

(ii) mftERmspE 

(iii) h$ m^PT 

(iv) Emu fRr tt nqmwi e?h 

tR % eR eRrh: fum «rr ftuhu uret ufinrrfr 

V mi mrru mu $tm $ uR ^ Rft m f f «ft ur R 
uftr 5*5 R ^t, uk t farm amu Jr Raft ?f i 

fttHI EmU % eR RffE (JHiQ JU UR y>ft: UTE ET 
ftREftfE t ET UPTfaff H ET RR fr ft uuftj BE E# 

Em 1 

eetu ftr% %■, Emu, RRh eet at eujee uk EfR^wr ej[u 

$ eR|TH *fR % qfEUE REE U*RT foR UR nfftr ERE 

eR mr ete% i 

eR Rfmr (TufEEf/EfEfmn, ee% ftSuE uk mr Rftmff, 
ftmR mi t mfw Rr R uftr, <pt e heR eR Rr 
ufinrmr uftr t uftrcr iff uk i Rftm ftrmR $u ur i^R $ 
fHEETUTEET <ffa: ft®mfEE $ UEET HTEftr ET RR t $, 
R 0)4 »■< ftfE% «PT ftufur TT RR : 

1. <ET#HET^«PT 

2. UTEE m^ET 

3. ETEE EI^<M 
4- EtE EEJEI 

5. 

6. fw Emu EE UFHT RJE ^ 

«eeT eR htRett ftrmPT eh ftaku u r e u ufironR 

V mi Emu mu $tm $ mt ^ Rftmfr R jar ur Eft 
uftr $0 R $t uk i ftrrn umu # ftuk ?lf i 

Emu ftru % E^fV ®h(Vi ftprET mJ t mtmF ^mr, *pt e 
mrft m% eEe ufmpmr uftr ¥r, ufjr et i 

fmu Emu % EEEUT, UTUT, ET3E, Eft - Ufa muWt ET^EE 
*ftr UTET Ei$E % E«ft E?t ERE Et E^WE EEi U«RT UR 
Eit^t % vjcs'x ^ I 


UJUT^EfmTft: z— O — 1 971 ?t EET«f( jjtET | 


[to 141-Emu/71>72(mfTo)] 
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A*sw tin 2 nd Jum, 1971. 


Di'tribu icm of IT-nA : 

F.O. 135S,— In exercise of the power* conferred by ftth-sectlon (1) of section 124 of the Ineerre-tix Act, tf6r (43 of legj'i, T, ih* 
Commissioner of Income-tax, 1'oona. hcrehv direct that the Income-tax Officers. Collection I, Collection II. rrd Collection III, fcora 
ahull exercise all the functions of an Income-tax Officer under Chapter XVII exctudirjt sections 154, 197. 109,214, to 217.219 

220(1) nnd section 140A (3) and section 141 of the Incomc-trx Act, 1961, and issue of demand notices under lection 1 56 it. respect of 
the amounts which become payable is 1 result of orders under section I4oAf3), 141 and 270 of the Income-tax Act. 1961, tod shal 
perform their functions in accordance with distribution and allocation of work given in the schedule below 1 . 

SntnwtB 


Name of the I.T.O. 


Work allocated 


1. Income-tax Officer, Collcctlon-I, Poona. 

2. Income-tax Officer, Collcction-II, Poona. 

3. Income-tax Officer, Collection-Ill, Poona, 


In respect ol persons assessable hy the 1 . 7 . 0 *. 
. D- H, J snd Add). J, K, L and M Poona. 

. E, F, G snd AddL G, Poona. 

. A, B, C and Addl. C, Poona. 


[No. J4i-Pao»a/7Kt*/TwhO 


Tibs order shall taka effect ftom 7-6-71. 

^TT, 1977 

«ni t Fi farm 

IJHoW • 1350 -wmVT ttfafTTE, 1 961 ( 1 961 VT43) 
tlRI 1 24 TTOKT ( 2) % 2TTT SPTcT-Flf «TT STEft 

•R^^^.tcrrwTWTtj fr ^rr, ottsttt form 5 m j fo niavr 
wfsrTRt, I, II, fPTT SRfft III, ^TT, tTO 
krfirfwiT 1961 urcrof 194 , 195 ( 2 ), 197 , 199 , 
214 & 217 ,219, 220 ( 1 ) UR1 140V(3) tfVt 
1 4 1 Vt twin XVII % tnftr 1TOTVT srfaTrd 

i96nft{nrmf 

140 t( 3), 141 tfk 220 % Wtfcl, HTCEl % fitHW 

itr Tifai otoe urn 15 6^ «rakr eIt ffitfor 
TOT irk fTOT TTTjVT E r?ft qrr tfrfif tfi faEPR jfk 
farcE % sr^rn: ee vt 1 




until ufavrtt vi mw 

vi 4 foEm 


wwvt wfavifkff rin 


f-mkH at a «rf frft % 


ERfa 1? 

1. wravr Hftnrd fipft-i 

a, E, ®T 4 ftT SfafT E 

5 TT 

* 7 , Z, 5 , xtfr T-epif 

2. *TFm sftnrrft 11 

»o, n. ® cr 

5E1 

V, ?T1 

3. mwi ttftrrrO m 

v, w, «i, tik Efafra 

T" 

a, ^ 


q[ mlw fcrtv 7-6-1971 e hi^ ?kn 1 
[do 141-^1/71-72 


J Poona, (As 3 H> 1971 


S. 0 . 1357 In pursuin' cf of Sub-Sector t of Section 114 of thelrcrme-tay AcMf6i fsjcfirt't'rrc'ir Fi'perseysicr cfsll prfv'rri 

orders on this subject, the C 'm-ri'xvnnor of Irc^me-isx Tocre. her f by c’rfctF thrt thr Ir ct tnf-'t! Cfficer fpccf.e t ' i r Crh irr I cf th« 
schedule appended to this order shill pTfrrm nil the fvrdicrr eft hr Ir’c< me-u> C fiicfilr reij-ect eft It steer- petrer* dinn cf perrt re, 
in come* classes of income*, cat' s or classes ofcascj mentfortV Ir Cch nut 4 thereof except in r*specl ofsvct cases as here Lett cr tt-cy 
hereafter be assigned specifically to any other Iccune-tgx Cfficti 




SCHIDtll 


D rtrict or Circle 

Designation of >he Income- 
tax Officer 

Headquarter* 

Jurisdicticn 

I 

2 

3 

4 

Kolhapur 

. . Inco e-tax Officer 

A Ward 

Kolhapur I. 

n. 

A 11 L'mlted Crrrp»t iel A Co-operative scdeiif » In 
Kolhapur district. 

Alt D rectors of Limited Companies and of Co. 
operative societies,* 


“referr -j to above and whose 

place of assessment is in Kolhapur district. 



Sec. 3 ( 11 )] 


ftTE OA ZE 'I TE OF INDIA: JUNE 3, 1972/JYAtSTHA 13, 1*94 




12 3 4 


Kolhapur 


III. 

IV. 

V. 

I. 

In com 1 ! tax Office* Kolhatjur I. 

B Ward 

a 


HI. 

tfV. 


N ■'n*r e »fdent assessees deriving profit firm, 
occasional bus’ness *n Deogad, Maivan, Vengurla 
Sawantwadi, Kudal and Kanakavall Taluk* t of 
Ratangirl district. 

All ‘persons (other than ecmpanieg, co-operative 
societies, persons whose annual salary during the 
previous year exceeded the maxiirim amount not 
chargeable to Income-tax and persons whose total 
Income Is made up of income wholly taxed at 
source or dividends or both) whose place of assess- 
ment is in Kolhapur district and whose inccme 
as per last completed assessment or where n o 
tssestment has been completed, the returned 
income in any assessment year exceeds Jta. 
3,00, coo ss on 1-4-70. 

AM partners of the firms assessed bythe Income-tax 
Officer A Ward Kolhapur, irrespective of the 
same of total Income of such persons if they are 
assessable in Kolhapur district. 

Arrow cases In the areas assigned to the Income- 
tax Office A Ward Kolhapur, subject to the income 
limits specified above. 

All persons (other than companies, Co-operative 
societies, their Director non-re K ldent assCitecg 
derivirg prtfit fnm cccasicral shippirg tusirfrs, 
persons whose arrval stlary durirg ihe previous 
year exceeded max'mt’m amount not chargeable to 
income tax and persons whose tctalincomc is made 
up of Income wholly taxed at source or dividends 
or both) whose place of assessment Is in Kolhapur 
district and whose income as per last completed 
assessment or where no assessment has been 
completed the returned income in any year exceeds 
Rs. 1 ,eo,oco but doe* not exceed R», 2,00,000 as on 
J- 4 - 70 . 

All persons (OthCT than companies, Co-operative 
societies, th e lr Directors, non-resident atsesnees 
deriving profit from assessment shippirgbusiress, 
persons whose annual salary during the previous 
year exceeded maximum mount not chargeable 
to Income-tax and persons whose total income 
1 b made up of income wholly taxed at source or 
dividends or both)whose place of assessment is in 
Sawaptwaji, Vengurla Maivan, Deogad Kudal 
and Kanakaval) talukas of RatnagirJ cistrlct *rd 
whose income as per last completed assessment ox 
where r o assessment has been completed thereturn- 
ed income in any year exceeds Rs. 10,000 as cn 

1-4-70. 

A" pirtners of the firms assessed by the In ccme-tax 
Officer. B Ward Kolhapur, irrespective of the 
amount of total income of such persons if they »r« 
assessable in Kolhapur district and in Deogad 
Malyan, Vengurla, Kudal Kanakavall and Sawant- 
wedi talukas of Ratnagirl district. 

14 ® 

All new cases in the areas' assigned to the Income- 
tax Officer B Ward Kolhapur, subject to income 
limits specified above. 


Kolhapur 


Income-tax Officer 
Ward 


Kolhapur I. \ 1 I perscn6 (other thsn crmpfrifs, Cc-cj-rrr.tlv* 
societies, their Directors, persons whose annual 
salary during the previous year exceeded th# 
maximum amount not chargeable to Income-tax 
and persons whose total Income U mad* up of 
In come wholly faxed at source ordividerds or both) 
whose place of assessment is in Kolhapur district 
and whose income as per last completed assessment 
has been comnleted, the returrtj income in any 
year exceeds Rs. zj.000 but does not exceed 
Ks, 1,00,000 as on 1-4-70. 




II. AMnartnersofrhe firms assessed by the In com'-tax 
Officer C Ward Kdhaour. irrespective ft the 
amount of total Income of such persons, if they are 
assessable in Kolhapur district. 

III. All n^wcasesintheareasatsfgned to the Income-tax 
Officer C Ward, Kolhapur subject to In come limits 
specified above. 


K -lUia ■ 1 1 T 


Income-tax Officer Kolhapur f. All persons (other than companies, Co-operative 

Wjrd societies, their Directors, persons whose anWal 

salary during the previous year exceeded the 
maximum amount not chargeable to income-tax and 
persons whose total income is made up of Income 
wholly taxed at source or dividends 
or both) whose place of assessemept is in 
Kolhapur District and whose income as per last 
completed assessment or where no assessment 
has been completed, the returned income in arA 
year exceeds Rs. to,ooo but does not exceed 
Rs. 25,000 as on 1-4-70. 


1T . All partners of the firms assessed by the Income- 
tax Officer D Ward Kolhapur, irrespective of the 
amount of total income of such persons if they are 
assessable in Kolhapur District. 


All new casesln the areas asslgnedto the Inccme- 
tax Officer D Ward, Kolhapur subject to income 
limits specified above. 


Income-tax C’fiui 1 i ■> . 1 1. All persons (other than companies. Co-operath c 

1 Ward societies, their Directors, non-resident asseetec 

deriving profit from occasional shipping fcusir es 
persons whose annual salary during the previo s 
year exceeded the maximum amountnot chargeal le 
to Income-tax and persons whose total income is 
made up of income wholly taxed at source 1 
dividends or both) whose place of assessment is in 
Sawantwadi, Vengurla, Mai van Deo gad Kudal and 
Kanakavali Talukas of Ratnagiri district and whose 
income as per last completed assessment or where 
no assessment has been completed the returned 
income in any year does not exceed Rs. 10,00c 
us on I-4-70, 

I I. All partners of the firms assessed by the Income-tax 
Officer E Ward, Kolhapur irrespective of the 
amount of total in come of such persons if they are 
assessable, in above said six talukas of Ratnagiri 
district. 

III. Allpersons whose placeof assessment isin Kolhapur 
DIst. and whose annual salary during the previous 
year exceeds the maximum amount not chargeable 
to Income-tax, 

IV. All new cases In areas assigned to the Incomet»x 
Officer E Ward, Kolhapur subject to income limits 
specified above. 


v. All Co-operative soceties in Sawantwadi, Vengurla 
Malvan Deogad Kudal and Kanakavali 
Talukas of Ratnagiri district. 


K ,<aapur 


Income-tax Offlcei Kolhapur I. 

F. Ward 


All personj (other than companies. Co-operative 
societies, their Directors, persons whose annual 
salary during the previous year exceeded the 
maximum amount not chargeable to ncome-tex 
and persons whose total income is made up of 
incomt wholly taxed at source or dividends or both) 
whose place of assessment is in Hatkanangale Taluka 
of Kolhapur District and whose incom eas per 
last completed assessment or where no assessment 


has been completed, the returned income In any 
year docs not exceed Rs, 10,000 as on 1-4-1970, 
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I 


2 


3 


4 


Kolhapur 


Kolhapni 


II. 


III. 


Income-tax Officer Kolhapur 

G Word 


II. 


III. 


Income-tax Officer Kolhapur I. 

H. Ward 

II. 

III. 

IV. 

V. 


All partners of the firms assessed by the Income- 
tax-Officer, F Ward, Kolhapur, irrespective of the 
amount of total income of such persons if they 
are assessable in Kolhapur District. 

All new cases in areas assigned to the Income- 
tax Officer, F Ward, Kolhapur, subject to income 
lim it specified above. 

All persons (other than companies Co-operative 
Societies, their Directors, perons, whose annual 
salary during the previous year exceeded the 
maximum amount not chargeable to income-tax and 
persons whose total income is made up of income 
wholly taxed at source or dividends or both) whose 
place of assessment is in Kolhapur Municipal 
area and whose income as per last completed 
assessment or where no assessment has been 
completed, the returned income in any year 
docs not exceed Rs. io.oqo as on 1-4-7Q. 

All partners of the firms assessed by the Income-tax 
Officer, G Ward, Kolhapur, irrespective of the 
amount of total income of such persons if they 
are assessable in Kolhapur district. 

All new cases in areas assigned to the Income-tax 
Officer, G Ward, Kolhapur subject to income limits 
specified above. 

All persons (other than companies, Co-operative 
societies, their Directors, persons whose annual 
salary during the previous vear exceeded the 
maximum amount not chargeable to income tax and 
persona whose total income is made up of income 
wholly taxed at source or dividend or both) whose 
place of assessment is in Kolhapur District except in 
Kolhapur Municipal area and Hatkanangalc 
Talukaand whose total income as per last completed 
assessment or where no assessment has been 
completed the returned income in any year does 
not exceed Rs. 10,000 as on 1-4-70. 

All partners of the firms assessed by the Income-tax 
Officer, H Ward, Kolhapur Irrespective of the 
amount of total income, if they are assessable In 
Kolhapur District. 

All new cases In areas assigned to the Income-tax 
Officer, H Ward, Kolhapur subject to income limits 
specified above. 

All persons whose place ofasseetmentisir Kolhapu 
Dismctind whose total .net in 1 madtupofincom 
wholly taxed at source or dividends or both i.e 
Refundces. 

All new cases in Kolhapur Dist. & Sawantwadi, 
Vcngurla, Malvan, Deogad, Kudal and Kaneaka- 
vali talukas of Ratnagiri district wheie notices 
u/s 139(2) have been issued tut no returns are filed 


Tliis order shall take effect from 15-6-1971. 


[No. i4i-Ko!hapur/7i-72 (Tech.)] 


^TT, 3 1971 

1357. — ft| f -1 h 1961 ( 1961 471 43 ) 9TTT 124 ■dSNlXl ( l) % N'jtf iV. 
fim qz ^4 % Tpffr trrfr gf f street fatin ^rr | w RsTFT % 

2 tr fafe VliHi ' f EcTP«T 4 ETT tfTjff, sqfaETT, aqpREff ^f^Eff, «TET, WET ^ qiHrif, KETOf 

% fjpro Jr ^fERET TTfuqil ft % ET*ft *PETf "t^ll, TTE'Tt qff (VtfT SET qft 

ftnM: tei ft m qsw nT? in? i 
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— --— - — =«= 

q-qrr 

^wnrr ^rr 

nTf 


urrrfiFFiT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

q^ry: 

^rirqr: wraiFrCr 

V ini 


I. ^tf5ry< F^vT srr T^Tfr fr-ro itIt rr^mrr ^r, J-faTf 1 

II. Fh<> TirfJrqf rfix Egrrfr *?fJrr<rcf % ttrt Muiar 
ftr^rn qR-Fra-RT ?grT Fw ^5515,7; Jr ft 1 

111. TcttMt fcrr % tt^t, qfij^rr, rrtwrf;, fwr tfH 

^mTcfr frnrTrf JJ snrfm'p ^nT?ir Jr wn Tsr^ in Jr 


Frrrcft Frotforr % \ 


IV. rnfr «tFft HgtFrJr Efcrferf ? fJr arT^ff FsmJt 

^ ^ Sr g.fw tfr Trfw «pt t ttw sriR ifFr irr^nr 
Tifn Jr wFw «fr, $ wiftr faw ifw nr*r qn vt jfor: 
NtaqT f^prfer ft, m ^r.trfaff Jr tt «c>fr Jr ft, qrt &frn;) 
fw tr frafw *tt«t vtffrj : F^rm Jr ftu ft tfft f^r-T 
tnr ^4 % ^ FqFr sr FtsFot v w^frnc vr srgt v< Fretor 
ju gwr, i— 4 — i 970 tT forfr «rr f-rafur *ri Jr 
«rFM 5 tufvi 2 , 00,000 Jr«tr«FF <tfr i 


V. 'ktT % rr«ft JTnfrur Fstt^t *r fratcr unm urtmft 
V *ri frtf^T rrrr j*rr $ ^rft if Jr «trteif i?r jrr wm 
fsr^ip^r^T: Jr fn afa ft i 

VI. vt wat % trF frv thtt Tfi inw( V % n;i 

^^T^^ir^t^nStrrTiifrifflTTTr^roTT gt i 


•iftmcr^T 


trrtm wftwT^ I.; rr<fr »tFrt (tttFrt, rnpntr rrFrfJreT, Friw, irFr- 

V ?fTif imft Fra'Foft nfr *nvfwF orgrsfr httwt: Jr $rr*r * n% |, 

qlr «rf«Rnff FsEFft ^ ^4 Jf htF-ef ^?rr \ifti hr it otw 
anJr ift-ir srfowr ufm Jr srfw «fr «k cJJr » rFfcrFjppBV y*r 
«r,u tt «p : gir. sfn tt fn-^Fifr j ft ut frmpft Jr ht arFrf m 
*pt crnr t he F^w hr Fe^rt rue Fttt ^ 5 ^ 7 : 

Jr | rmr Fsr^nfr *mr FrrJ- hr FraRir $ whtr 

nr argt hr FraW cj-rr ^/y g*rr Fwifr mir 1 - 4-1970 
*> Fern jfr *r i Jl 1 , 0 0 , 000^0 Jr trr«PF | q7?3 2 , 00,000 
^o Jr w^rFtre | 1 

II. rr*fr *t1tt (qnrftTf, rgrr(t ?rfJrF?rzff, ~T 4 T Ft^it, ?rFr- 
T,Tfr FnErffv^, afr qr^F^TF ^r^rrr vreth: Jr hht Trr?l $, 
^Jr ®rfw fJr^4?r ^ Jr q'TR: ttt qfr ufm vr ^ 
wr^ q>ni trftmnr ufm Jr trfiFP ift tflx iJJj nrfar Fut^ 
5ini <r vx r. h>t it F-T'arrrfJrrr | *n w.^rtsif Jr m 
5 trf qqrrT Jr | v\ 3 >|tt) , F^r^m wx Ftort we, tw- 
fVrfT Fw % Tifr^r, ^ jtth «fk 

frnjqrf Jr tfR wra ^ F<rJ- fr-fJni'uJT 
^ qr argt FtoFtui fTgf f*rr $;, F^^Rfr ifit itrt fatft 
i-4-i97ovt io,ooo?<» JnrfJnr ^ 1 
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1 

2 

3 

j>- ..— — i ; — — 1 — ■}. -• — 

4 


III T.Fr'f foft *nefkH ^ Fumr w w< erfsfakt 

V TIT TkgTJT 3TTT =Fn Fif arfkpft i\ f 'T WT 

eft gt sfk i farm if sfk farm TfTrfkt % 

d I ET^ITfj qFITiTTkr Sf*k tq d 4fl 

if fasrfa | i 

IV. TT % *TOt TTf Tim sft STEFFT ^farrkt V W# qfkgjgq; 

mrkerfkfr $t i 


ft mm wittt erfamt Timm: I. T#fr ®rfkr( Turk ft *rgmfr frffrfmrl mr% frkm t tt mfkr - 

kkri jff faFFFt ^ W if TTpIT TT-T i\ Tfftl WK T TTlil TFt TFT 

srrsTWT Trfti % srfspF eft ?fk t wfaT fwFk srrqr it 
*ft g^T^r: fkk qr kpsqrrfkrr % tt srramr ft tt #ff ft qff 
’Stttt) fwm m froim f-'ojn farm =(?t rgnjT F $ erk 
fspFtft mr forj fksrf^r % m argj spr 

fkik?r grr ?rff gmi-4-1070 qft Tmr eft *rf if stpt qtt 
krfkj Trfti 25,000 to % srftpp $ qw| 1, 00,000 To it 
WTffcpp | 1 

II. to! % *r*ft vrFftTTT farm m fasrkT wr erfsrmft V 
*rref qftcgTgr sra gtarr % 3% arfaraf «rt $ ^ wrar f® 

eft gt tfk i km TtffPJT if fmrfa f | 

III. TT StTt % TPff qrr WWI aft WTET ?dwtt V mi Tf tfffi 
tit | ^fiT mr*pt emr H TiWr Tifkrftrfi gf 1 


t{ft^T<£T W'TPT er!u p ^ Tt7gTT T I. *nft wfar (jpwfwff, TgTRt sftrfmff, 3T% kklTt, T 

V Tk tt «rfknff farnkt ^ tt % ^tft tiFtf ttt qft 

irfin tt n ^<itt wr-r 4 W srfeFE Ttfm _¥t erftiT 

«ft wk ^ ar^RT fWFfft fT !fW[ Tl IT IT 

fwrfwr | tt wwff fr nr fkt % |, qft 3l?q;T)f5TT «pr 
tt fTsikw fw fwTi qfkfrj?: if | ?fk ftrTqft wf gr % 
^ kk tt kwkrr i 5^ek itt wn fasrkr yr T^f 
gwefk 1-4-1970 qftkwr eft kr^kr^ if fTk^wr 

qft Tlftl 10,00 0— it srfsra? | qv;g 25,000- ft WTftnF 

t 1 

II. Wf % TT*ft ernfkR kFTqrr tt fk^TW ermr erfitTkt 
k’ tit qfk^rjr jr<r g«rr % w| ^fr wkw't i\ jh wt ^3 
eft gt T krw ktFgf^T if fkjfq | | 

III. g-q erkf % mft mwt kt toi srfasrkt k’, tti? qft ^i^ T 
kNfkTqti snrRfwF ^t#Frr ^ktw qrfwr^ti 
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yfa fi y : snw Efmft TtTfry; I. Tfftsrfw (k*rfakr, Tfrkr dfEPdET, tt% kkrr, 

V Tk kuffRff kr Eirfaw Tffrsfr trer ^ tie f, trir 

“TfTd faFTTft T 1 ^ % 3kFT TTf TF TcFT °frf TrfH TR T dEFt 
EFt EkT !lft!W Rfar % ^rfsTTT Et EkktsrfaT faiT^t^r 
EFT TT TR ^«id: ' .ElT TC faiHtiRid ^ t?T HTETTTT ft TOT TFTf 
H ^ I < ft, T?T sSW^T), fald'M TR fritlKui ^rFTirdTpllT fafFTT %■ 
Hcnl), q^dl, oM^i J3TH TET Td-MT-fl dTSJTT 

*T ^ ER faid'frl EIT fT % f°t>T iJtT 3R kllk^l TE'jdK ITT 
Eft tr kvkT grr T^f §et Ek 1 - 4-1970 Tit fault vft 

fdyfWTTT EFTT?f Rfar 10, OOO To TtEflFF I 

II. Ttft Tpff EFffaTC farm TR fkrkr EFT TR Efmft 
‘& 1 TTS +t<?f IJ<. 3TTT f lrTT ^ Nfa Fit «T(+1 mT Tt TFT EPF |pgs 
Et ft Ek # TT<lTd T^FT TTdTWT fal% % -8!$ dF-jTif if 
kuk | I 

III. ^ TT*ft °Tfad fatn+l TR fkrk>T RTFT falur TffafPJT if ^ Ek 
PddTi) ^ T^f ^ 5*1 <ld T 1 fTT T<FT Tit <lfai TR *T '•HlT Rpt 
3fRzr EfmrE ?ftET % srfsRT | i 

IV. 3E $Rt % E^ft dfa EFT^T Et EFRR »rfwft V ?k spt^T^R 
TtElrr EEt TEd far EFT T?t TlET ETifad Tkld | I 

V. FTdEff, T^EF, EFTTT, fSTH Ek Edfak fakf TV 
TFTT>FF-ft dFJEf T?f E*ft dfTilft yfEfdTt 


dftrfTJT EFFfR Efarkt =ffcfryc I. TT*ft 3EpRT (’RPTpETt, EfTRt EfEtdET, TT% T RT 

V dk ^r«fdElfWftt^^%TkRETfET^^Trfw^TTETE 

TlEr EfSFPTE TTf?! ^ EfsTT ^Ek $ s df’KT f^FTEt EFT 
9T 3R y’ffT: kid TT fkTTfer |[ ET HRTWt % ET <ddT % 
kt WTi 4i < ) ^FFPT TR tTEkR WFT T>kf TJT % fdTkl% 
dT^r if | Ek fRWt EFT ^ dk TR fTEkE % 
TFJER m TR fklkE grr d^t fET Ek 1-4~1970 kt 
ftsft kf 2rtf $ EFT 10,000 ^ o % EfiFF d^lf | I 

II. TEf % TT*ft ETEkR fEdEE TR fkrkE EiETR EfEEkf 

'k EF# TkfTJT 5TTT f ET *? ft ^fklk Jjff EFT 

fEF »ft ft Ek fERT TkfTJT if frufT f I 

III. EE 8?Ef %■ ?nft ETT EIE% Et ETTTR EfETTk k' Eli Tt^fTJT 
«Ef dH ET^ f TEE EFT Tft ?ftET ETTFET TfEd ft I 

1 

I. E*fr sri% (wMi, Efrkt EfrfdEf, dT% fTkm, T ET 
sTfknft, Rfldkl ^T TT % TkFT TTfTT> Tdd Et <1 ftr ET *T 
vi-*i |2j EFt 4t 4 T M ftl'fidH <1 fwi ft EflTdi *ftEk T^ft “Tftd f^ldkl 
fR ETE TT TR yjfd: ^TTd TT kt^TtEE | T7 ETEtvff ft EETT 
tM etr fr, Tit ®Yf tr ) Ek farm tr fkrkE fttt 
HjfaRW kE TtrfF|T if % dRT faFFjff EFT ^ fak T^ 

^T^farsrkT^ e^jer tt tr frsrkT jtt Tft ^et farrrft ett 
1 - 4— 1 9 7 0 kt faRft kt T®f if 1 0,000 TO EEfiTTTTfft | 


Tif-^^V ETTTR EfETTk TkfFjT 

'®' Tk 


Sec. 3 ( i i ) 1 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 3, 1972/JYAlSTHA 13, 1894 


1 


2 


3 


4 


2I°3 


II. w>wf ^ wwft fiiro wit Prat^i wrwr wfawwfl 
V mi +1<^< g-nr §wt | arfwrof wit *rrw 
wro # wYw^twt; fw$r if frofa t i 
III. to sfcrt %=3 ^to wtw% ^ mu «et wfwft V wr# YiD?n T iT 

W?t Tift ipr I WTO: TOT W?t tfVWT TOTtWW "fifTO I 

wffc^TJT WTTOT wfSfWnTt I. Wwft swfWW (wTOfTOt, W^WnTt wfwfrot, TO% fW%OTf, W W 

‘w’ wisJ swfww frowit % wVto wTfwwj ^ro wit TTfwr wit w rorit 

w'w ufaronr Tifwr w wflrwi *ft wftr ^^t Twfwn frowit 
WTW TT W>T ^ofeT: wrtw WT fTOWlfTO | WT TOTiTO ^ TOWT WEft 
5 T+K wit WtSWTT) fTOWW WIT frotro TWTW T-WfWTWTT TOT 

wfa$rsT w row;m m^wY wit wtwwrr wiKPjT fro^r 3 r | wk 
frowit wjir m i w ^wf % ’jY Iwru wtt 37?; fwutrwr % wwwtt wt wit 
frofrw grr w$r gwr 1-4-1970 wit froftwftwtf #wm wit 
fwfe: TTfWT 10,000 To wr wfkwt w$r | 1 

II. 'wnff % wr*fr wpftwrr frown wtt frofTWT totwit wfsrwrrft Y 

WTWf hU-di'I/.. 9 TTT gjifT ^ "Witt frit swfWTOt W?t WET WET |Tt 5 'fft g[t 

sflr w“fwwr witr^rjr if fwwfw 1 1 

III. TO tfoff % TT*fY TO[ TTTO% *rt WEETT wfawdft V mi wkifl^T 
wYnkt wtt | spjpg git Tft*n TOTtwar wifro $t 1 

IV. wr*ft wrfro frown - wtt frotTw twtw wit^rjr fa% if $ tfk 
froW?r^WTWWTwrT^W:TiftWWTfWcwnfTO| WT^W^ % 
WT wtwf WWTT % $, TO: TO WlMt WElt I 

V. frorr wit^’jT w Twroft, ^ww, wrrot, frow wftr 
TawTfwfr fsr^ % wronroft rojwff % iDft to: wrwvr w?t urn 
139(2) $ wsftw wtfer rorY fwnr w^ wtr wtw frorwtw^t 
>ft wt ^ 1 

m{ wrYwr frotwi 15-6-1971 wroft ?Ywt i 

[wo 1 4 1 — wila^TJT/ 71—72 (wwio)] 

Poona the 24th June, 1971. 

. S O. f?J 8. — In pursuance of sub-section (1) of Section 124 of the Income-tax Act 1961 (4?, of 1961") and in partial modification of previous 
order on this subject the Commissioner of Incometax, Poona herby directs that the Incometax Officers specified in Column z of the Schedule 
appended to this order shall perform all the functions of the Income-tax Officer in respect of the areas, persons, classes of persons, incomes 
gWBSes of income, cases or classes of caseB, mentioned in Column 4 thereof except in respect of such cases have been or may hereafter be 
assigned specifically to any other Incometax Officer. 

Schedule 


Dist. or Circle 

Designation of the Incometax 
Officer. 

Head quarters. 

Jurisdiction. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

Sholapur 

Incometax Officer A 'Ward 

Sholapur 

I. All limited companies, trust cases, and co-operative 
societies in Sholapur District. 

II. All Directors of the limited companies and co- 
operative societies referred to above and whose 
place of assessment is in Sholapur Dist. 
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i 


2 


3 


4 


Sholapur Income-tax Officer B WnrJ 


'holapijr. Incometax Officer C. Ward. Sliolapur. 


III. All persons (other than companies, co-operative 
societies, trust cases and persons whose annual 
salary during the previous year exceeded the max - 
mum amount not chargeable to income-tax and per- 
sons whose total income fs made up of income 
wholly taxed at source or dividends or both, 
whose place of assessment Is in Mangalwar Peth 
within the limits of Sholapur City. 

rVTAll partners of the firms assessed by the Incometax 
Officer A Ward, Sholapur within the area specified 
above. 

V. All new cases arising out of survey work or other* 
wise within the area specified above. 

I. All persons (other than companies, co-operative 
Societies, their directors, turst cases and persons 
whose annual salary during the previous year ex- 
ceeded the maximum amount not chargeable to 
incometax and persons whose total income is 
made up of Income wholly taxed at source or divi- 
dends or both - ) whose place of assessment is in 
Murarji Peth, Goldfinch Peth and Navi Peth 
within the municipal limits of Sholapur City and 
Malshiras taluka and Akkalkot taluka of Sholapur 
Dist. 

II. All partners of the firms assessed by the Incometax 
Officer B Ward Sholapur within the area specified 
above. 

III. All new cases arising out of survey work or other* 
wise within die area specified above. 

I. All persons (other than companies. Co-operative 
societies, their directors, trust cases and persons 
whose annual salary during the previous year ex- 
ceeded the maximum amount not chargeable to 
incometax and persons whose total income is made 
up of income wholly taxed at source or dividends or 
both) whose place of assessment is in Sakhar Peth, 
Jodbhavi Peth. Shukrawar Peth, Somwar Peth, 
Raviwar Peth Siddheshwar Peth and Kasha Peth 
within the -Municipal limits of Sholapur City. 

II. All partners of the firms assessed by the Incometax 
Officer C Ward Sholapur within the area specified 
above. 

III. All new cases arising out of survey work or other- 
wise within the area specified above. 

IV. All persons in Sholapur dist. whose total income is 
made up of income wholly taxed at source or divi- 
dends or both i.e. refundees. 


Sholapur >nco nctux Jificei D Ward 


Sholapur 


n ue r ax Officer Bs'sh Simla m 


I. All persons (other than companies, co-operative 
societies their directors, trust cases and persons 
whose annual salary during the previous year exceed- 
ded the maximum amount not chargeable to income- 
tax and persons whose total income Is made up of 
income wholly taxed at source or'dividends or both) 
whose place of assessment in" Karmala, Sangola, 
Mohol, and Mangalwedha talukas in' Sholapur 
District excluding the areas assigned to the other 
Incometax Officers at Sholapur and BarsiZ' 

II. All partners of the firms assessed by the Incometax 

OfflcerDlWard Sholapur, within the areas specified 
above. 

III. f All persons whose annual salary during the previous 

vear exceeded the maximum amount not chargeable 
to incometax provided they are assessable in Shola* 
pm district. 

iV. Al) new cases arising out of survey work'or other- 
HWise within the'area’spectfied above. 

I. All persons (other than companies, co-operative 
societies, their directors) tni9t cases and persons 
whose annual salary during the previous year ex- 
ceeded the maximum amount not chargeable to 
incometax and persons whose total income is made 
up of Income wholly taxed at source or dividends 
or both) whose place of assessment is in Barsi 
Taluka and Pandharpur taluka of Sholapur Dist. 
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II. All partners of the firms assessed by the Income-tax 

Officer, Barsi, 

III. All new cases arising out of survey work or other- 
wise within the area specified above. 

This order shall take effect from 1-7-1971. No. 141 — Sholapur/7i-72/Tech 

A BAi.ASubRAMAniam, Commissioner of Income-tax 

T-TT, 24 1971 

1358 ; — umi TfTfrw, i96i ( 1901 43 ) # tttt 124 # ttort ( 1 ) % ^ 

fwr qr if srw: Tartar TRif mm writ ^tt e^tt g ftr w s r ^ ift % 

RFT 2 if fafer TlfiTR TlfWlft, WT 4 t "Ft ^TfifTTf, sqftrETf # £fw, TPT, WT "fit «tf&PTT, tpfW 

TTW Efit % fcm it WEFT Tfanfr % TTf T7TT Tf TtET, iRT QTT TTTTT TT TR fcpg Mt WT triWi 

HftPfiTft =fit fdOTT: Tfif T^ gt TT $T% THWr T’fr ^ | 




TT iffT 

tor «fftmrt wjur 

t r_ L . 



qiT TFTTT 



1 

2 3 

4 



i. 'ifmjz frT qftwTcf fro ^Tirt Tirif, tftz 

fi^iO TfTfrrr i 

2. sffift'ET "fitter fro 't.Hfddt ?fk HftprQr TfirfciTf % tt?t 

fad* qR Pibitcai q>T RlT qftTPjT fvlN t ^ I 

3. T*ft srfqr ( wTftrf, TfrftrTt, rtt % TE wt srk ^ 

szrfqr fartfr ^ ^ ^Inr qrfaqi ^ft qff trf..f qr t 

^ TET *lftlWT Tt>TT it srfirfi «ft itk t *qfqT faEEfit 
|Rr WT qr^T ^ u l?d: sftT IT PMnfad f TT TTHivit it 3TT 
ytdt if qit tsltdR ) (vh+i q>z frut^vi ttet wEutt ?igr 
qtf Fftwtt % TT1% TORE its if I I 

4. % Tift TEften; fam qR Pmkr ti <i<w qrfw j^r 

% Wet terr srfgntt V mi uttn^ btrt gtwT 1 1 

5. ‘TTf T^t TTT^ Tt 4T<l«kl qrtw WT % SREfr T^ETT "firf 
HW WT tfftqtf % etm gif $ I 

1 . T?ff RfqT (^«, TgTKt TfirfTTf, TT% ffi^W f, 
rtt Brnmt «tk t frTTt ^ qr % 5 tTR Trfw 

qft <(Rl WX T Tnif ' vTT% Ttni Tftl'PdH ^fEn if ?rftFfi sft 
^ ®rfqr frrqit wr y’tr: ^"tr it fir qr^Pi^ tt vmrreff it 
!(TO 5frft qif ) , PsH'SI' 4TT PTaltcai TTFT VlbdlT^ 
fr€t qtt ^frfim Ttwr % wntr ^k^T I »flvT 
sflT q'qf qrir fm ifftn^r f^rir % TTqftrr ttt 
TT^ t it | I 

2 . [TStT % Tift TTTtTR^fTT"fiT qiT frsfTT TTOw Tf^ld' % 

SFT% WT WfTTTtt V TT# 5TTT gtTT | I 

3. Tift Tif TTT% ^ft TTTtqT "fifw E^T % Wftr T^fepT "fipf 
TTTT WT tffEfif % TTm | I 


Tjftrm wr qn: wfTwft t'Iti'k 

‘«fi’ TT§ 


WtTTT 7 


TtrqiT Tfsmft 
'V" qri 


THTT 7 
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WERT wfOTTfl WtTTJT 
V Tift 




WERT wftRrrft 
V Tift 


wert wftRTft uiYnjr 


1. wftt stPt (yrRt!, wfftfftftf, ; ht% fftfturftf, Enrr 
WEfftt ft ft *M fftl Pi'lft) qft % s"Km ^ipRi ftTET ftV 
ttPt tt t wnft wet ftEw wfftwr Trfft ft wfftr «ft 
wk t sqfftr fkRft |^r rtt yrr: tEt tt fWrfw $ wr 
wurtftT ft ^nr^T ftEfr ft, ftt ftEyrr) Pert tt PtmT< 1) i rtht 
sfErrjr fftftt ftr wjRPm ftmiftr % weePt tr^pc fts, 

ftTTTOTftt k, T^RTT k, fttWT k, TRTIT ft?, Pl-t^TT 

k wk te ft $ i 

2. Tftf ft Wftt wrftfaE pERT TT fftnpur OTTl'R TfVT (“M % 
itTi‘R v t wfWi 0 ft’ Try 3 m gEn ^ i 

3 . TEft T«t TTTWft 5 fT d'TTlTT TpET Tftftf % WEf% TRpRT Tuft 

wtwt ynr ^qiftt ft trw gft i 

4 . Pfft ft Tift sqlftfl pERft ^RT WIT ftk TT R«ti|- 
%T | WT TTWtftf ft TT ftEff ft, war: SET Tlfftft TTf I 

1 . Tft 5 #RT (TTWfftftf, Thrift Tfftfftft gftft ftftfRft, ^THT 
*mrftf wk ft sqlftrpERft <jft wf ft ftkEr Ttfw ftcrr ftY 
Tlfft TT ?r TWTft Tift ftEW WfftTFR Tlfft ft WftRT «ft Wk ft 
sirpET pERft WET IT TT ^IcT: <pfld TT fft^PTfftT ^ TT 

Tnmff ft tot ftrftr ft £, ftt uk«tr) Pert »ft fftsrfw 
WT VI'-l'fT vftmrt vftWIfr jftr spE?T ftt ftk Wft < 8 ftf 
qft ®>TT TTTT'TT, ftfttTT, ftEftT, ?flT ftYTI'T-’: Rrft % ftTTfts 

m^qft ft | i 

2 . Tftt ft wftr wiftRR Pert ^ PmtrT tttRt tPet ^ff 
ft yETiftr wprtt wfftrrft V mi srrr glrr 1 1 

3 . Tftr ®rfftr Pniftr H ft ttPit ftrr ftV Tifft tt 
t Tnft Tift ftftr wfftwT ttPt ft srfftr ftf ;n?nf ft 
Prftftfftsrrft?'! i 

4 . TEft Tft TETft Tl yiftT-’l Tf*ET ftftf ft TET% TTWT TTft 
TOT TET Wlftt ft T?TW gft | I 

1. Trftt ®qfftr {TTqfftftf, tt^t <l Trfftfftftf Trft PiftiRft, •tet 
TE iftr ftk ft sqfftr PeitT qft ft ftkET ttPrt ftrr ftt 

TrPr TT T TTlft Tift TET wftRTET TTfft ft wfiRT «ft *fk ft 
^rfftr PErftt wet tt ^ yftT: ttit tt r-i'WMpw $; tt 
Tmtwf ft tot ftnff ft ftt Pert tt fftfttET 

ETET Pi ft ft T iftl ft 1 ) < ftjr JT TERT ^ I 

2 . '-hftf ft Trftt WEftnr, Pert *ft PrufTT tterst wfftrrft' 
TTftt 5 KT ftrr | i 

3 . mfc Tft WETft Tt TTftTTT TTpET #ftt ft WETEr TftWT TTft 

mm mr vrmt sro tew gft f i 


q^ Wift^i fftrftE 1-7-1971 ft WTftt fttn i 


[ft 14l/ftrTT^/71-72/Tqrc,] 

!^o qRTT ^TTpEPT, STERTt | 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX, 

DELHI (CENTRAL): NEW DELHI. 

Neio Delhi, the 21st March 1972 

S.O, 1359, — As authorised and directed by the Central Government vide Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue and Expenditure), New Delhi’s order F. No. 83/108/69-IT(B) dated 24th 
December, 1971, in terms of section 287 of the Income-tax Act, 1981 (43 of 1981), the names and other speci- 
fied particulars relating to the assessees in whose cases amounts over rupees one lakh have been written oil 
during the tinancial year 1970-71, are hereby published: 


SI. Name & Status Asstt, Amount Brief reasons 

No. Address of year written off for writeoff, 

the asscssee 


12 3 4 


j. M/$- Indian' Com- 1956- 
National " pany. 
Airways(P) 

Ltd., t ■ 
to, Darya Gan), 

Delhi. 


5 6 


Rs- P. 

182030 68 The asscssee 
k company has 
gone into liqui- 
dation and no 
assets are avail- 
able which from 
recovery could 
be made- 


Note. — The statement that the tax due. from a person has been written off only means that in the opinion of 
the Income-tax Department it cannot on the date of publication be realised from the known assets of the 
asse3see. The publication does not imply that the amount is irrecoverable in law or that the assessee Is 
discharged from his liability to pay the amount in question. 


[No. 4/F. No. SI/PN(4)/C/71-72.] 

P. L. MADHOTRA, 
Commissioner of Income Tax. 


smwr tfWfair firesft (vr^r) 

fcvSft, 21 1972 

Wio 1359 : — STFFFT 1961 ( 1961 RR 43) RRT 287 % SFJffK ffKR ffUPTC, fffH fftTTWR 

( tNHT ITR ififfl fa^FT) iTRio Ro 83/lO8/09-SRfo Z\° (sfr) fcffN? 24fcp^T, 1971 ffTTT 

rwtt %■ trrftrw rrt fR^ftffr, rr fffaTPPdffi, fffR% rfftt ii PcriR 1970-71 % RfciR ?iw ii rttc Tiftr 
rt faRi rrt, %■ rtr r sfr ftrffpifr rtI M^rfad foRT otpr $ 1 

rrtff fffmiPttfi rr rut sfk srrfpfffir fRsrfrN ^ Rlwff 

1 rrt ffrRw 

1 2 3 4 5 6 


1 %ifRvr tfcrm ’TTPFfi 1956-57 150 182030.68 fRBtfitfV 

(jffo ) ftTo 10, fffTRFM, RR rrt $ 5fft 

1 wfepfi sti^t Rff | 

Ftr% Rgtfi ^ ott 

I 

fa'RTRi :-R$ SERF % fffffft SRI ^R RF RT RRHNff RF; foil RRT % Rff %RF R? RfffRTR % fa ffEpfR faffFT 
qfi TFT ii, M°hTviR Vt di Ffa Rit fRSrff<d) R?i Tlid WfldUlT R ffR R(ji faRT FT RRiT ^ I aRTCRR - qft R| 
cTERR R|[i ^ fa RRRR Rit R fa ii <| fq| STR£[yfiR ^ R1 fRSifTdY RRcf tifvi % RRT % RlfRfR ^ RRR 

?t RRT | I 

[do j/iTRJo Ro CTRo Snfo/Rfo ttRo ( 4)^/7 1— 72 J 

'fl'o tr^fo 

RlRRlT STT^RR (TfaftR) 
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MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi , the 16tfi February 1972 

S.O. 1360. — Whereas, the Maharashtra State Prar- 
macy Council have In pursuance of clause (g) of section 
3 of the Pharmacy Act, 1948 (8 of 1948), elected 

Shrl N. A. Nerurkar to represent that State on the 
Pharmacy Council of India with effect from the 7th 
January, 1972. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of 
section 3 of the said Act, the Central Government here- 
by makes the following amendment in the notification 
of the Government of India In the late Ministry of 
Health No. 7-23/59. dated the 21st December. 1959, 
namely: — 

In the said notification under the heading elected 
by the State Pharmacy Council under clause (g)’ for 
the existing entry against serial No. 3, the following 
entry shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Shrl N. A. Nerurkar R. No. 850, Sunder Nagar, 
A/ 19-76 Kalina, Santacruz East, Bombay-29. 

[No. V.13013/2/72-MPT.1 


rtk dfw* fddlVfd 

fa'ffDT) 

dlfoR!, 16'ST’Tft, 1972 

tr^o?Ro 1360- — SET: ’ETddf 1948 (l948 

m s) qfrtrncr 3W* (k) n 

tprcRft Ud TtR 'FT dTCftd HTTHRft qfdK MTcT- 

1972 fodT | 1 


[Part] H — > 
S t L : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 3 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby makes the follow- 
ing further amendment in the notification of the Gove- 
rnment of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 
3-2/62-MII, dated the 17th October, 1902, namely: ■ 

In the said notification, under the heading “Elected 
under clause (d) of section 3”, after the entry relating 
to the Indore University, the following entry shall be 
inserted, namely: — 

“14. Dr. B, R, Vacher, BDS, MDS MSD, FICD, 
Principal, Punjab Government Dental, College 
and Hospital, Amritsar”. 

[No. V.12013/1/72-MPT.] 
df feedt, 17 SET^r, 1972 

tjd° 1361. — dd: dR fdfocdT ’Rfflfdtrd, 1948 

( 1948 ®FT 16) dfttmT 3 % HFT (d) % ddddff FT 
STJdTd +td ’JF dPTF fdSdfdd I AU, dJJddT tlTO dfo 
dTT° Ml'i X., dto ITROj (TRo ifjo n do, rn7o trg'o 

¥to, ittro ^fto fio, jrtnrffp^rpf ?tr 

fdfFrdi WdTOTd, dTJddT Ft 1 1 FvfdTt, 1972 

drcftd sr Mtott 'rfrdT ft d3Rd fvpsrtfHa' ferr 

ddT | i 

SEE dd UR dfafadd Ft EtTTl 3 »PT stPJdTF FTft 
gir feftd dTFrc ■♦mu imrvr RTPR 

ddlRd »£t dfag/FTT WIT 3-2/62 fdo II ftdTF 17 
1962 t dUt n\T IffHfafafd ddtdd FFfft $, 
uihfl : — 

UR dfdg/FTT $ — 


sfuffett Fr 'Fjord 

FR FUftF d<F« f[dd{rpcr dTR dTFK % 

RrFd ddTdd dft Slf^dT ddR 7-23/5 9 ^to fcdfF 

21 fWRT, 1959^ifd p TfiTfad dlftdd FTSft dldd: — 


ur srfsr^TdT d (®) % srsrtd rr 
FTdfft dfiTR anj fdVrPdd dt4 % dtp iff fr rwt 3 



Ft 'STRtift, dRd: 


"dru 3 % 5PW (d) ^ mftd fddtiRd tft4” 'fpd’td 
SRk tdRtddidd d ddfder srfdfe % did fdR- 
fdfed srfdfe Ud dt dnt : 

“14. UTo fto SJRo dTdT, 

^to ITRo, URO tfto [TT[ o qRo tffo ( irrfio 

STT^o dto ^lo, STHTdFdPl, 'TdTd ddl 

fdfRdT 1(4 iRPIdTd, «PIddT’' 


“Nt l?do 

ifdir dRd, 850 , djn; fr, 

it / 19_76 Wfftdf, dEdTfd 
dR^-29 l 

[do ^0 13013/2/72-^0 ^o ifio] 


New Delhi, the 17 th April 1972 

S.O 1361. — Whereas in pursuance of the provisions 
of clause (d) of section 3 of the Dentists Act, 1948 
(16 of 1948), Dr. B. R, Vacher, BDS, MDS, MSD, FICD, 
Principal, Punjab Government Dental College apd 
Hospital,’ Amritsar hus been elected by the Guru 
Nanak University, Amritsar, to be a member of the 
Dental Council of India, with effect from the 11th 
■January, 1972; 


[do 12013/1/72— C(do efto ^Vo] 


Orders 

New Delhi,, the 16 th February 1972 

S.O. 1362. — Whereas by the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the late Ministry of Health No- 
17-2/60 MI, dated the 22nd April, 1960, the Central 
Government has directed that the Medical qualification, 
“MD. (Pennsylvania, U.S.A.) shall be recognised 
medical qualification for the purposes of the Indian 
Medical Council Act 1956 (102 of 195G); 

And Whereas Dr. (Miss) Helen <\ l.alinsky who 
possesses the said qualification is for the time being 
attached to the Holy Family Hospital, Mandar, District 
Ranchi, for the purposes of charitable work; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby specifies — 

(i) a period ending on the 31st. December, 1972 
from the date of publication of this order in 
the Official Gazette, or 

(li) the period during which Dr. (Miss) Helen C. 
Lalinsky is attached to the said Holy Family 
Hospital, Mandar, District Ranchi, whichever 
is shorLer, as the period to which the medical 
practice by the aforesaid doctor shall he 
limited. 

[No. V. 1101fl/2/72-MPT.l 

NTfiN 

16 HP’Ufr 1972 

tTRo*f(o 1362. — NT: HT73T HTTP! % ?fiTPN 

RHHTT fift fTTPP 22 NSfa; 1960 fift Nfa^NfiT 
17-2/6 0 0^0^0 5T7j%^sfk fo 

'TTHfffi faffiTHT fiffiNT NfaffiTH 1956 (l956 fin 
1 02) T pcf'R’ff fit fair TfifHHfiffiNT, HHfiH TPH 
SKI TTH "tHfo fto" RTHTffiffiTHT N^HT TPN faffiTHT 
55 T#rn ?>fr ; 

Nfa 2 TcT: 3 To (fiprrft) lyPT ifT® 

THT TFT NTTT I SPtW TTH % HNWfif 3? fHC[ iV.-lkl'H 
$WT nfetpt, fanr Tbft $ ht*t hrts 1 1 

nh: nt, tet NfaffiNH fift httt 14 fi?r ttrttt { i) 

% JSHT % HFT (it) fiT Tran finyT gO[ TOE 

RdTgKT — 

( 1 ) h(%h % RTTrft twn T smfvrfT fiwft 

ffrf«r % 3 1 fRHTT, 1972 tit thth firvft Nfifsr; 

NNHT 

(2) TH Nfifa fiT ST«T TT TT° (f HUft) (fto 

snftofift 5fr trt ?>fT tMt nothin, fwrr tHt 
% HIT HR-J TgR f , NT NT TH §1 T? Nfifa ffifaffisr fiT/ft 
|, fjRTT 'Jfiififi' TT° TfTTH tfffiTR TT HTN I 

[h° tRro ^Tr® 1 1 01 6/2/7 2— THTo'fVoiVJ 

New Delhi, the 17 th March 1972 

S.O. 1363, — Whereas by the notification of the Gove- 
rnment of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 
17-2/00-Mf, dated the 22nd April, I960, the Central 
Government has directed that the Medical qualifica- 
tion, Doctor of Medicine granted by the University of 
Munich shall be recognised medical qualification for 
the purposes of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 
(102 of 1956); 

And whereas Dr. G. T, Warner who possesses the 
said qualification is for the time being attached to 
the Ruby Nelson Memorial Hospital of Seventh Day 
Adventists, Cantonement Road, Jullundur for ihe pur- 
poses of charitable work; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby specifies. 

(i.) a further period of two years with effect from 
the 6th May, 1971. or 


(ii) the period during which Dr. G. T. Warner is 
attached to the said Ruby Nelson Memorial 
Hospital of SiWenth Day Adventists, Cantone- 
ment Road, J vllundur, whichever is shorter, 
as the period to which the medical practice 
by the aforesaid doctor Bhall be limited. 

[No. V. 11018/6/72-MPT.l 
fit ftwff, 17 NTH, 19 72 

1 363 — TR: NTCT HTfiNT % THETH 

fit fcfitfii 22 *rfcr, 1960 fit srftr^^rfiT 17-2/60 
f%° To am hwtt t fatr fanr $ 1% w prf r q 
IVftcHf fifPTT Hfyffififi 1956 ( 1956 fiT 102) % 
MfilTHI % ftC[ NTT njffiN 3TTT 5FTTT TT fiT T 

NTT fim ffiffiTHT HRN P filV ff T N&TT jjTift 

V?K. TH: HTo Tt° €To HRT fit ffiTH% TRT TfiH H^HT | 

tnrft JPfrHHf % facr f%M3rT w# t?Hfi trtfTTfir 
NTT trfq— t rrsr^t'TfTTT, wtfi^w: tf?, WTfiJT 
% HIT Hcsra | I 

NT NH: HfiH NftfWT fit erRT 1 4 fit TTRUT ( 1 ) 

% % NT*T (T) fiT TITfi fiTlt %HftT 1HTK TJHT- 

ariTr — 

(l) 1 Nf 1971 %NkNTttt fit fit NHfElfcfarr 
NNfiT 

( 2 ) SH Nfift fiT ftfiT Wfi HfiTHTo tto Tto Tfitc 
Wt TfiH tCTfiT ^RtfUTT NTT 

trfftfwmr, ttr, MHRJT % HIN Hm-H NT 

tT fifiT fr NTT Nfifa ftfrftw: finct % ftHN ^fiffiH TTfiR 
tftfiwT tffiTH TT HTt I 


[ Ho NT® 11016/6/72 -TTNo tTo €To] 

New Delhi, the 28 th March 1972 

S.O, 1364. — Whereas by the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 
32-85/64-MFT, dated the 19th June. 1065, the Central 
Government has directed that the Media] qualifica- 
tion 2 "ARTS — EXAMEN” (Leiden University, 
Netherlands) shall be recognised medical qualifica- 
tion for the purposes of the Indan Medical Council 
Act, 1950 (102 of 1956); 

And whereas Dr. M. P. 13, Arnoldus who possesses 
the said qualification is for the time being attached to 
the Katra Hospital, Mandla, Madhya Pradesh for the 
purposes of charitable work, 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby specifies— 

(i) a period of two years from the date of publi- 
cation of this order in the Official Gazette, or 

(ii) the period during which Dr, M. P. E. Arnoldus 
is attached to the said Katra Hospital, Mandla, 
Madhya Pradesh, 

whichever is shorter, as the period to which the 
medical practice by the aforesaid doctor shall be 
limited, 


[No. F, V. 11018/ 3/72-MPT.] 
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df fafa, 28 fat, 1972 

fao 13 64. — Tf. -.TR-T fa+T' fa TTTT * HW-f 
dSfPTT fa ffaPF ] 9 jfd, 1 9 6 5 fa TrfiP-JpTfa Tfo 3 2/8 s/ 

64 rnTo fao fao g-RJ tfafa RTF 7 fa ffafa t ffa 
fafafar ffafafa TfznT Trfarf- far. 195<; (i95G tt 

102 ) % sPTt'JFif fa fafa fafa fRrfwRW, dfafafa^ 

SRI faTH nYfafar” faRTi ffafafa fa|fa dM 

Nffafa wfaff fafa ; 

flk fal: fa° TXJTo Rfo %o fad’fefa fa RTlfa faR dfa 
$ trnW faf % faftdfa % ftfa fauTHTU faR fafa 
am, fafaT, SRW fa 3TRT Rffa % I 

tpc far, tirr fauffafar fa t-rnr 1 4 fa uwrt ( 1 ) 

TTfaTl % faT (d) TT TRET fafa ft »f< r sTl -M RTTFR 

xjo^itnT — 

( 1 ) RT HURT % faHfffa UfaR fa T+iOfliT 

farfa far ffaffa fa fat m fa Riffa ; \ 

( 2 ) farffa fa 3rd au ^t° far° fato 

W p i fa Ri fa TTd TPTST ’TFETTH, TRWTT, 

qtir srfar % rt*t fads % fa fa.TR 
d? farftr ffaffaffaz TRxfr |, ffarfa gfara 
CTo faffam faffalT 5 E-- dfafa | 


[fao fao 1 10 1 6 / 3 / 7 2-tXTo T >0 €toJ 

New Delhi , the 3Q(h March 1972 

S.O. 1365. — Whereas by the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the late Ministry of Health No, 
16-18/60MI, dated the 30th December, I960, the 
Government has directed that the Medical qualifica- 
tion. M.D. (University of Munster, Germany) shall 
be recognised medical qualification for the purposes 
of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 
1966) ; 

And whereas Dr. Hildegard Sina who possesses the 
said qualification is for the time being attached to the 
Mitranikatan Hospital, P.O. Vagamon, District Kolta- 
yam, Kerala for the purposes of charitable work. 
Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the 
proviso to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby specifies — 

(i) a period of two years from the date of publi- 
cation of this order in the official Gazette, or 

(ii) the period during which Dr. Hildegard Sina 
is attached to the said Milranikutan Hospital, 
P.O. Vagnmon, District Kottayam Kerala 
whichever is shorter, us the period to which 
the medical practice by the aforesaid doctor 
shall be limited. 

[No. F. 1 9-35/70 -MPT.J 
P. C. AKORA, Under Secy. 

fit ffafa, 3 0 dlfa, 19 7 2 

fao 1 36 5. — FT:, VTRR RUrt fa 
fadRPT fa {faffa 3 0 ffalRiR, I960 fa fafafRTT fao 


~ - — — = tr “ 

16-18/60-f^o-l fafad *K6»K t fafar fcdT 8 f% 
'dRrfw Tfarnfaf % fad df/fafafa md wjffaur, cfafa 
5 TU Tdvf "niff fao” dRPF ffafadT RTR 

fafdRTT TT^clT tfpfr ; 

dk dcr: tto f^ridrl ffan fa fad% tth rtr tt^i 
I afafd ttt % TdiFfif % ffar faudru IfafafaiTd dpurm, 

Tto fao dTUfR fanr fad4|A(TR fayT % RPT RTdsT t I 

5RI: m, ddd fasrffaPT fa dRT 1 4 fa TPTtTRT ( 1 ) 
% TRd'T % did (d) TT TRET TR^ %fald RTTPR 
pfRjRr — 

( 1 ) w dfan % KRPlfa TTSTTd XT TTTrffar 
ZM fa fa fa d fa TT fa ddfa; 

WIT 

( 2) ^ TSRffa fa dd ^ fao faffarni fad! 

fa TTrf ffanffadT TRT'rlld, faotfio TTITIT 
ffa,r fadjpjrr % Rrq- RTda: ^ 

%, fa fa TR fa d? mfu fafafro «fRfa % 
ffam yfadcT dlo 3ffan fa dfaf I 

[fa 19-35/70 RXTo fao fao] 

JTfaT fa? TRTTT, TRTT Rpfa I 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 14 th February 1972 
NOTIFICATION 

5.0, 1366.— Shri S. H. Merchant relinquished charge 
of the post of Deputy Drugs Controller (India*), East 
Zone, Calcutta on the afternoon of the 10th January, 
1972, 

The President is pleased to appoint Shri S, H. Mer- 
chant to officiate as Officer on Special Duty, Training 
of Drugs Inspectors, Bombay with effect from forenoon 
of the 14th January, 1972 until further orders, 

[No. F.X.11031-3/71-D.1 

(*cnfa fafad) 
xrf ffafa, mfaTfa, 1972 
fafajTTT 

quo fav 1366. — fa xfao faf iifa?: ?r 1 0 wdfay, 
1972 TPRT?H fa Tfa fad, TdT4.ni R FT fafa ffad T 
(JTRcT ) % TT TT fafafaT fai folT I 

TR^rfR fa fa 1 4 faRTfa, 1971 

il fairfa iTTfaf cm fafa ^ fam trffaiRr fklwr 
fafifar ffafa Tfa fatmifa tt tt Tfarr iRi fa it 
ffajfa fat | 1 

[fa fTW° 11031—3/7 1— fa 0 ] 

New Delhi, the 14th March 1972 

5.0. 1367. — The following draft of certain rules 
further fp arpend the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 
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T 

1945, which the Central Government proposes to 
make, after consultation with the Drugs Technical 
Advisory Board, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 12 and 32 >f the Drugs and Cosmetics Act. 
1940 (23 of 1940), is published, as required by the said 
sections for the information of all persons likely to be 
affected thereby and notice is hereby given that the 
said draft will be taken into consideration on or after 
the 15th Juno, 1972, 

Any objections or suggestions which may £e re- 
ceived from any person with respect to the said draft 
before the date so specified will be considered by the 
Central Government. 

Draft Rules 

1. These rules may be called the Drugs and Cos- 
metics (Amendment) Rules, 1972. 

2. In the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945; 

(i) in clause 3 of sub-rule (4) of rule 65, in sub- 
clause item (b) shall be renumbered as (c) 
and before it is so renumbered the following 
item shall be inserted, namely: — • 

“(b) serial number of the cash/credit memo, 
and"; 

(il) in clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of rule 76 after 
the word “Chemistry" the following words 
shall be inserted, namely:— 

“or Microbiology”; 

(ill) in rule 85-B, for sub-rules (2) and (3) the 
following sub-rules shall be substituted, 
namely:— 

“(2) The application in Form 24-C shall be 
accompanied by a fee of rupees forty for 
manufacture of Homoeopathic mother tinc- 
tures and potentised preparations and an 
inspection fee of rupees ten for the first 
inspection or. rupees five in case of inspec- 
tion for renewal of licence. For the manu- 
facture of Homoepathic potentised pre- 
parations only, the application shall be ac- 
companied by a fee of rupees twenty and 
on inspection fee of rupees five for the 
first inspection or rupees two and fifty paise 
in case of inspection for renewal of licence. 

Application for licence to manufacture potentised 
preparation from back potencies by Pharmacies who 
are already licensed to sell Homoeopathic medicines 
by retail shall also be made in Form 24-C and such 
application shall be accompanied by a fee of' rupees 
twenty and an inspection fee of rupees five for the 
first inspection or rupees two and fifty paise in case 
of inspection for renewal of licence. 

(3) If a person applies for renewal of a licence 
after expiry but within one month of such expiry, 
the fee payable for the renewal of such a licence shall 
be: 

(\) rupees forty plus an additional fee of rupees 
twenty and an inspection fee of rupees five 
for the manufacture of Homoeopathic mother 
tinctures and potentised preparations, 'anS 

(ii) rupees twenty plus an additional fee of 
rupees ten and an inspection fee Of rupees 
two and fifty paise for the manufacture of 
Homoeopathic potentised preparation only”: 

(iv) in rule 108 for sub-rule (1) the following 
sub-rule shall be substituted namely:— 

“IT) No substunce specified in Schedule C shall 
be sold or offered for sale unless it has 
been sealed in a previously sterilized con- 
tainer made of glass or any other suitable 
material, in such a manner as will in the 
opinion of the licensing authority sfffilce to 
preclude the access of bectaria. Tlfe con- 
tainer made of any material other than 


glass will have to be approved for its sui- 
tability and safety by the “Licensing 
Authority mentioned in rule 21 bef-ore it 
is used in marketing any substance speci- 
fied in Schedule C”; 

(v) in rule 138, for sub-rules (1) and (2) the 
following sub-rules shall be substituted 
namely: — 

“(1) Application for grant or renewal of a 
licence to manufacture any cosmetic for 
sale shall be made to the Licensing Autho- 
rity appointed by the State Government for 
the purpose of this Part (herejnafter'in this 
Part referred to as the Licensing Autho- 
rity ) in Form 31 and shall be accompanied 
by a fee of rupees two hundred and an 
inspection fee of rupees fifty for the first 
inspection fee of rupees twenty five in case 
of inspection for renewal of licence. 

Provided that in case of a small scale manufac- 
turer employing not more than five persons 
the application in Form 31 shall be accom- 
panied by a fee of rupees forty and an 
inspection fee of rupees ten for tile first 
inspection or rupees five in case of inspec- 
tion for renewal of licence. 

(2) If a person applies for the renewal of a 
licence after As expiry but within ona 
month of such expiry, the fee Jiaya'Ble for 
the renewal of such licence shall be rupees 
two hundred plus an additional 'fee of 
rupees one hundred and an inspection lea 
of rupees twenty five. 

Provided that in the cuse of a small scale manu- 
facturer employing not more than five- 
persons the fee payable for the fen&wul 
of such licence shall be rupees’ forty plus 
an additional fee of rupees twenty and 
an inspection fee of rupees five;" 

(vi) in rule 139, sub-rule (3) and (4) shall res- 
pectheiy renumbered at sub-rules (A) and 
(5) and before they are so renumbered the 
following sub-rule shall be inserted, name- 
ly:- - 

“(3) The premises where cosmetic sare manu- 
factured shall be distinct and separate from 
the premises used for residential purposes;” 

(vii) in rule 142 after sub-rule (f), the follow- 
ing sub-rule shall be inserted, namely: — " 

'(g) The licensee shall keep records of the de- 
tails of manufacture as per particulars given 
in Schedule W of each batch of the 'cosme- 
tics manufactured by him and such record# 
shall be retained for a period of three 
years;" 

(viii) in rule 148, 

(u) for sub-rule (4) the following sub-rule shall 
be substituted, namely: — 

“(4) A distinctive batch number, that Is te 
say the number by reference to which 
details of manufacture of the particular 
batch from which the substance in the 
container is taken are recorded Snd are 
available for inspection, the figures re- 
presenting the batch number being pre- 
ceded by the letter “B”; 

Provided that this sub-rule shall not apply'to any 
cosmetic containing 10 grams or less if the cbsmetic 
is in solid or somiiolid state, and 25 millilitres nr 
l ev if the cosmetic Is in a liquid state,” 

(b) sub-rule (5) shall be renumbered as sub- 
rule iUj and before il is so renumbered the 
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(following sub-rule shall be inserted, 'name- 
ly; — 

“(5) Manulacturing licence nunliber, the 
number being preceded by the letter ‘M’. 

(ix) Alter the Schedule U, the following Sche- 
dule shall be inserted, namely; — 

Schedule W 

(See Rule 142) 

Particulars to be shown in manufacturing records for 
cosmetics. 

(1) Serial Number. 

(2) Name of the Product. 

(.3) Lot/Batch Size. 

(.4) Lot/Batch No. 

(5) Date of commencement of manufacture and 
daie when manufacture was completed. 

(6) Names of ingredients, quantity required Jfor 
the Lot/Batch size, quantities actually used. (All 
weighing and measurements to be checked and ini- 
tialled by the competent person). 

(7) Control reference number in respect of raw 
material used in formulation. 

(8) Process of manufacture, 

(9) ” Ti) Test report Number and Date (Finished 
Products, It t.esed) (ii) Opinion on the saipple. 

(10) Paclwng details. 

Date-Quantity packed. 

(ill Signature of the expert staff responsible lor 
the manufacture”. 

[No. F. 1-10/70-D.l 
fafsft, 14 FTF, 1972 

(T^ 0 v\o 1 3 6 7-~xfrrfa-T«r ^fiff ftfR 

fFFF, 1 945 XT FR FFTFF 3fR * Rf RdPF fonft 3F 
fdiFRRrF FTFF, Rf %FTtF F T 3TT, Rpfor-FSF SlR 
^FR FfafaFF, 1940 (1940 3F 23 t R SKI 
1 2 FR 33 5TO Fm UlfRR 3F FFtF 3fR fRR- 
a^r ay R R fftswtt Ri % qxHnif % fuftf, R 
FTFERT 3 fT?ft % FFT Erf SFfafFFT R, RFFT ?F% 3W 
jnrrfFF Rft ffpf FrFTfrft % Rf, ftt FRuif R 
FRTPIFTT JnprfKRT fRlT RT^T $ FR liffTgRT F^ ^FFT 
ft tjrRft 3 *rt fpft/p; fRR 15 - 6-1972 R ft 

FF% qiRlTd fFFTT f»RT FURT I 

2. FffStbt FR XJHWf FT, Tift FTF Mi^m % F^FFT 

ir fdFft «Ff"ffr tf 

RRf otk tttt Rfr f^rarr fi^ft 1 

1 . it fVnrtff tt ftf Tfraip-iRF fR sifthf Frarft 

(fRuRi f PFF, 1972 ftFT I 

2. EfHfa-sszf fR FFrad-FTmft Rff, 1945 F, — 

(it fFFF «5 % FFfpqF (4t % 3 it, 

7WI7 F, FT (R, FfR FT (XT'! % FF 
if <JF: RFSTflrd 3ft 'FPT»ft SlR fF SRET 


FF: FfWrfRl FT if F^F, fF*FRfeF FT 

FTFlFFlfqF R FIPR, FFTP : — 

“(Tft Rfl/Fifl? FFt 3ft FfF FFFI, fR ; 

(lit fFFF 76%F3fFFF (l) % W (R it, 
"TFTFF fFFTF F*T % FFFTF, fpTFRRp 
F5T afPTFlfpF fFFT FTP, FT, FFR 1 — 

"ft =jsf Rf fRuR ; 

(lilt fFFF 8 5-TTF, FqfdFF ( 2t fR (3t % 
TFTF FT, fTFTfFfTET FF-fFFF RFWrfFH 
f3nf smth, ffR : — 

“(2t 5TPF 24(F) F % FI^TF % FTF^tRlrfFE 

FT7 tl3’F T FtT JlfeWT f-rfFldAt FT MffH 7 ETF % 

fFTT FTfftF RTF 35tF tfiX FFF fdft«TF % fFP TF F3F 
FT TEprfFl % FTtdfTF % fdP fdft^TW 3ft T3TT F 3R F3F 
fRWF T71F it FrqFt I FT3TF % F(F, §t»Tt3fF3f 
TJlfFdTOF fFfFfdFl 3F fqfdF^l 3RF % fdP, FTF : TF 
3ttF fYt fff fFtiTTF % fwp; dR Wf Fr 3f 

RtFRF % fdli fd flTl F R TFT F TT WF TFT F R f RlTTF 
FftF ft FlPFt 1 

FFT FFFfFFT STTT, R ^rRl^fuT FtFF 3Vf FTTTT 
RR 3fR % fF>7, r RF R FFJJEF Fdtff TlfTTFl F TlfTF- 
F^3f fdftfF 3F fqfdFR dR % fFP % fRtF 

Rt 5TFF 2 4-F F 3RF RF RR PF FIFTF % FiF FTF FFF 
FfTF R FFF PiRePF ^ tR TTF •TF F( «EJ?Tf c f % 
pRtTTTF 3f Rq RRHET R Tdr F it '■PR T3VF R 
fiRRW Rf it FPTFt I 

( 3 ) Ffr 3fR °Ff3F TEJJlf' F % FFFTF % FFFTF 
f3TFJ RT FFFI'F % Tpi FIF % 'FtcR; FF% RtdTF % Rp 
FTFTF TfTciT | FT Rft FFFfR % F#TTFF % Rp FTF 
Rf fRdfFRF 5>ft : — 

(it RRRfFn ftp Riff Rf RtieeRt fFfufRt 
^TfqRuR 3ip tf sff R q, F iRf E' pr Rp R f FTP qf' FTF 
3itF sfR fR Tpq fdfttfTF Rf, fR 

(lit %FF RRtRfy fRiFFTT fdtFfFFt TP 
fRdFR 3fPd % Rp, FtF WP fR Rf ftp FfFfRd 
Rf *R R wt pftf 3% fRRF Rf” ; 

(IV) fdFF 108 5r, FlfFFF (it % FTTF FT, 
f -1 *F R R U FFfdFF FfFPTrfFF ft FT FTPFT, FFtd . — 

"(it F"fgR F F MfRf: fRfr tft FTTF R fR 
qFT FTp FT FT Rt fdFF % fRl FFJT dR f^fFT FP(FT 
FF FT FF 3fR FI fpRt FTF FF^F FTFFT % WF g;#FF 
fdtFF FTFR-FTF F PFt ftfF F PpT “^T F fpiFI FFI R 
Ft FF5TTTF Flfy + 1 R R TIF if RfT 11 ) R F?F R FFtRf 
fR % Rq, ffRi ^Fft I 
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fffa % faff ffffa ffifffa % far wraH-Tra far, ufa 

TEJffa U if fffffaffH ffffa ENT % fffffffff fa 5E£H fff CT 
RIR fa 5# fffffa TTOttm faTT/WI fa fair fffffff 2 1 fa 
fffalT "SEjrnffff srTfafffa fa ^fafffTT W8I ?>rr”; 

(V ) fffffff 1 38 TV, fffffffffff ( 1 i far ( 2 ) % TTTff 
IT, fffTffffaffff fffffffffff fffffTffrfffff fffff ffTfaif ttfaff : — 

" ( 1 ) fffffff % fan; ffffa weft ffTfffa ffT faffffaff 
ffTff fa faTT ffffjffff faf fasjfa ffT fffffff m fa fair ^rr#TR, 
SR ffET % STffTffff fa ffafa TTffff ffTffTT STH fffffffff STREET 
srrfaffTfa (fgfa te 'tet fa ?v; % wra; 5 E£?nffff sriftiffTfa 
ffffff TRT I) fff ffffq 3 1 fa faff §tffT faff fffffa ffTff fa fa 
WJ faff faff SRff ffffTWff ff faff ffffTff TTff ffT TE^rfaj 
TfaffT'JT % fair farfarr fat T?rr fa Tfafa riff fTfTwff 
far fa RTtTifr 1 

TTEJ TIN % WTfffff fafafff fat fERftfRcT NT? 7 T 5 TTR 
ffffa far fffffffffarr fat am a . tint 3 1 fa % srrfaH % 
tth fffafff nte faff fa? s«h faff set % fair te net 
itt SEjfaH fa NfapNJv % fan, fm$rff fa wi it tr net 
fTfasm fan fa NRfa 1 

( 2 ) fffa fat sEfar «H?rfH fa ffffffH % reth 

fff^^fa ffffffHff TT^ ff.'ff ff faff? 3 fa ffiftffmff ffaq 

Wfa-T ffTTT | fa nfa N^faR fa fffftffTff % ftfa fa fa 
nr, fag- far fa net fafafaRj faff far nfaEr w? 
ffafari faff ffffff fafa I 

tn§ ffR faflnfsff afffefa fa fafafaff fffar tt% 

[fat fac faffffaffr fa ffffT if, fffa SHfafa fa fffaffTff 

fa fnrn ffrfaff net faff far farr ^qrr fafff-Rff faff far 

fa net ffffaeflnr faff fffa ftfa”; 

(VI) fffffff 139 fa, fffaffffff ( 3 ) far ( 4 ) ffffff: 
fffffa fffffffffff ( 4 ) far ( 5 ) ^ nt ir jff; fasffffffff fffff 
T5frtffa far fffar ^r sept-?; 53; ffwifarr (fa far % 

(ffTffffatsrff fffaffffff fffff:NTrfffff fNffv ffrnnr, wfa : — 

"(3) ^ff fffrffr, EffER-ffEEfr n ffafffffar 
t^qr nett I, fffffiff % fafarff % fffir sfaR farj fffa net 
farffr f ff ?,r far ^np fait ;” 

(VII) fffffff 142 fa fffffffffff('ff) % ffTffTff, fffrff- 
ffffaff fffffffffff 5TN:Nnfffff fffrrr ffffTTff, fffaff — 

“(^) ff^faRffTfr, ffffff ffrrr fffffaffff srffTffff 
ffifffa ff ;|T et iff fa fffffffffur % fat % faffffu, 
N^fa r <r fa fa ffafacsfft ip sEjffir rfaffi far n;?? 
fafffas faff fa fa fffaff ffff rff fanfr ; 

(VIII) fffffff, 148 fa 


(ff) fffffffffff (4) % NTH TT, fffHffffffff ffff- 
fffffff faffNTTfffff fffffT ffTffffT, fffftff 1 — 

“ ( 4) ^fffffff: Iff ffW, fffaff ffffffl fffffff faff 
ffffar am ffafafa far % ffafaK % ijfrt, fafar ffr&H- 
ffTff ir TffT»f fffffT ffffr |, ?rfffffffnrff fffff ?rn f tifa 
fff fffftffff % fffTT ffffffi'J f, Iff ffffTT fff sfffffffH 
fffa fart ff Effir ffffr "n” faffT ; 

TN^ ff? fffffffffff, fffff ffffTffff ffTfffa fftff ffr ffl- 
faff fffffffT it fa fa ffff ffTff ffl ffff% Nff. ffT fffff fffffff ff 

ffrmfr aff tht^t it fa fff 25 ffffafarr ffr farit rn, 

ff ffrifaff NH ffTfa ffffa ffffTffff ffTfffa fff ffTff fffr ?)En ; ’ ' 

(is) yfaffffff ( 5 ), ffff% fffaffffff (e) ff Nff it 
5ff : ffwfFffff fffffT ffrnffT far fffffff wffffir nff: rfwfffam 
fffvr far it yA, fffHffffffw fffaffffff nHrffrfffff- fffffr 
ffRffT, nfacf : — 

"( 5 ) ffaffffW fffffaff fffffT, sff faffr % ffffff 

ffNT ‘s’ ffffT ; ” 

(IX) nijgfar fa' ff q^rnff fffffffffffaff ff^fafa 

THT:NTTfffff fff ffETfa, fffffff : — 

“ff^Tjfa ff 

(fffffff 142 fafa>) 

ffffTffff ffTfffa ip fffffffffff faffffaf ff fffffff fa fflff 
fflfa ffaffffTfffff 

( 1 ) ffiffffsffr 

( 2 ) ffHTff ffT ffTff 

(3) NH / fN ffT ?TTffTr 

(4) ffR / Iff- fao 

( 5 ) fffffffffff Hint qrfa fff ffTfara far fftffar, 
ffffffa ffafffffff gm gw 1 

( 6) fampf % ffTff, NTS / Iff- ff ffTffTT ff fan 
fat faff qfrffiff, ffrfff. ffffffff qfrffTff 1 
(fffa fan far ffH fa ffffff Hfffff am fffa 
fff ffTfffa far ffir irmffffff fa^T ffTffffT ) 1 

(7) fffffffffff fa fffffT ffHfa ffTfffa % ffTTffl fa 
ffffaffff ffffff ffW 1 

( 8 f fffffffffnr fa afffffT I 

(s') (i) fafNff frfar, fawr far Trfm (qfv- 

ffTfER ffffTH, faff- qffr-.ff fffffT ?nr §ft 1 

(ii) ff^ff % fffa fa rrffi 
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( 10i RR R7rT % 3Rk I 

n urer rr Purr RRT RkRTR I 

( 1 1 ) fRpTR?R % fRtr RfURTRf pTRUfr-^fiRikRJR 
% f?iraT | 

RT° 1-10/7 0-Cro] 

New Delhi, the 28 th March 1972 

S.O. 1368. — The following draft of certain rules fur- 
ther to amend the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, 
which the Central Government proposes to make, 
after consultation with the Durgs Technical Advisory 
Board, in exercise of the powers 1 conferred by sec- 
tions 12 and 33 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act. 1940 
(23 of 1940). is published, as required by the said 
sections for the information of all persons likely to 
be affected thereby and notice is hereby given that 
the said draft will be taken into consideration on or 
after the 20th June, 1972. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person with respect to the said draft before 
the date so specified will be considered by the Central 
Government: — 

Draft Rules 

1. These rules may be called the Drugs and Cos- 

metics (Amendment) Rules, 1972. 

2. In the Drugs and Cosmetice Rules, 1945, in 

Schedule S. item 1 shall be renumbered as 
item 2 thereof, and — 

(a) before item 2 as so renumbered, the follow- 
ing item shall be inserted, namely: — 

“1. Standards for raw materials use in the 
manufacture of cosmetics and cosmetics in 
finished form. 

Raw materials used in the manufacture of 
cosmetics and cosmetics in finished form 
shall conform to the Indian Standard speci- 
fications laid down from time to time by 
the Indian Standards institution. 

Raw materials used in the manufacture of 
cosmetics for which specifications have not 
been laid down by the Indian Standards 
Institution shall conform to the standards, 
wherever laid down in the pharmacopoeias 
prescribed under the Act and the rules 
thereunder”: 

(b) in item 2 as so renumbered, the following 
heading shall be inserted, namely: — 

“Standards for Alcoholic Fragrance Solutions”. 

[No. 18-29/71-DC.] 
RAMESH BAHADUR, Under Secy. 

fit fesft, 28 RTR 1972 

tTRo %f!o 13 68- — tfc RRTRR 

grtnft Prut, 1945 r Rk RHiRR rtr % 
Pitt Tippuf Pit hi rt PuRPrfkR 9 itt, ftt 
rtrit, RkrfR-s^r Rk rrwr ruth! RfsrPurR, 

1940 ( 1940 RT 23) fifi RUT 12 Rk 33 fRT RRH 
Rrfknff RT RRpT RET fR, rWr-sUR RRR>Ri RRTfRU 
tit R TTUUT % T^RTR TfiTfi RT RUITRRT RTRt |, RR> RH 
firfRiufr Rr, Petet w^sur rrtPtr iff t R*wr- 

ar|, HIRR UT R PUT, RRT RUTRT RRTpRR 

;ppiT RTRT | Rk JRRSUT R? ^(RRT ^TRTl | Pfi RRi 


RTFT j TT RRpR 20-6-19 72 RT RT RRR RiRTR PuRT 
fRRT RRiTfiT I 

UR RTSRRf RU WRT IT, tt RTR TIER R ’ITT R 

. fetr fffff t w ter fRprfkR crrfFT r tut fit, 

kspR RURR Ziff fTfiTT fRRT RTJRT I 

rhfr Phut 

-1. RR ffiRRf RT fiTR RtRfsT 3RR RK RRIRTfi (RHT- 

rr) Phut, 1972 fun 1 

2 . tkfsr-sUT Rk surrsruT Runfr Prut, 1945 r, 

R^Rt R R, RR 1 ERRT RR 2^¥rt JT: RRRrfRR 
# RTTTfii, *Rk — 

(r) tiff RER TR : RRRTfER RR 2E ffff , PuRpTpRfi 
HR R?R:UTTfRR ET HTJRi, RHTR : — 

“ 1. 5RTRH RTRRi % ftPuTTR R HRRR RUH) RTRlff 
Tfk RkRTTSTR RRTRTR RTRRI R fH(T JflfiT — 
HRIRR RTRlft % ffiffiRk R RHET ffffl RUHR 
RkfifTRlPcTR STREET RTRlft JTT HUxftR 
RTRR pTpTRHT % RfiURJFfr NT RTTRIR 
RTRR RUTT SIR RRR-RRR RT RfRRpTR 
PpTRTR I 

STREET RTRlfi % fRpTRTR R RfiTR 
R-Rl RTRti, fRRt RTR R RTTcfi T RlfiR 
RTRT TUT PrPfiRR RpcTRpTR R ffiitr jpr 
fi, RR RlRtf % RRfFR fPfi, RT fR RpT- 
f -TRR Rk RR% RRpT Ro'TR Rt[ pRRR T 
% RR1R ffiffR RRRRikrT R RfRT7fRR 

til” 

(r) off 5TRTT JR : RSRifRR 7T 2 R, PfCRpTpRR 
■RTRR ffff: TRTfRR fRRT RTJRT, RRTc[ : — 

'RdtifTRI JRR R>R % fH<r RTRR” 

[Ro 18—29/ 71— Rfo Ri^J 

TiTR RfTJT, RRT RpTR 


(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 2nd March 1972 

4.G. 2369. — Whereas in pursuance of clause (d) of 
sub-section (2) of section 3 of the prevention of Food 
Ad uheration Act, 1954 (.37 of 1954), the Central Govern- 
ment has nominated Shri R. N. Chaturvedi, Joint Agri- 
cultural Marketing Adviser, Directorate of Marketing 
and Itisperiion, Nagpur, as a member of the Central 
ho.m, 11 lot for Food Slandards representing the Depart- 
ment of Agacuilure in the Ministry of Agriculture 
rite Shri V. P. An-mtanarayanan who has resigned: 

N*>.v, thuuoic. in exorcise of the powers conferred 
by sub--e< tion (1) of section 3 of the said Act. the 
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Central Government hereby makes the I u owing fur- 
ther amendment in the notification of < he Government 
of India in the Ministry of Health No. SR01236 dated 
the 1st June. 1955, namely: 

In the said notification for the entry &-.ai 1st item 5 
the following entry shall be substituted, namely:-- 
“Shri R. N. Chaturvedi, Joint AgricuH-u s i Market- 
ing Adviser. Directorate of MaRf-iing and Ins- 
pection, Nagpur.” 

[No. F. 14-194/71-PH.l 
K. SATYANARAYANA, Under Fee;- 

fttjU ) 

fit ftcHt, 2 HIT, 1972 

TRo ftto 1369. — HR: TRT HTfftHH fTTTro Hfa- 
ftTH, 1954 ft HITT 3 ft HR URT ( 2 ) ft ft) ft 
HTTRH if ftfftr *RTR ft ft HRo tTRo Hgfftt, HTTcf 
lift' ftWT TTRTR, fWR tft fftftSTH fftftHTTT, 
TTHJT lit ft effo fto HTwTTRPRTT ftftft HTTT cTHITW 

ft forr It reft qr fft httht % lift ft*rur it Hfr- 
fftfsRT TR-T ft fftft ftfft HT?r TT-TTi Hftfft % TTRT % 
¥T if HrftfttT fw I I 

srr: m hit HfsrftRr ft am 3 ft Truro ( 1 ) 
IKT STTT IT TTHT 3Rft fir ftftft fl'OFR ftTTgTO 

HRT *K4>K % RTR«H ftTToRT ft Hfa^HTT HWT t^Ho 
HR° HR 1236 fttft 1 TT, 1955 if fdHf%fed ftk 
HTH ffttUH 4RTt TTTcT: : — 

HIT HfU^HTT ft HT 5 ft ft fiftt Srftfe % FUR *R 
fdHftrftT Hftfe TH ft TIT, TTHT: : — 

“ft HRo qHo Hgfftt, 

THTT lift TTRRTR, 

ftTHT Iff fftfftfH ftftHWT, 

TRJT” I 

[Ho iRRo 14-104/71-ToRTo] 

fto HRTRFRT, HT~ nPT7 I 


MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND POWER 

New Delhi, the 15 th March. 1972. 

S.O. j 3"9. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to sub-section (4) of section 1 of the 
dleccricity (Supply) Act, 1948 (54 of 1948) and in 
-irtial modification of Notification No. EL.II.l (8)/67, 
tti the 25th March, 1967, the Central Government 
' ":reby further extends the period referred to in the 
raid Notification upto and including the 31ft day of 
March, 1977, in case of ail the Union Territories 
. leapt Delhi. 

[No. EL. II- 1(2)/?1.] 

ftfTTf HR HHTH7 
Tf ffrot, 2 H1H, 1972 

TTfto ha i37o. — ( fthth) hPuPtth. 

1948 (SS48TT 54) lit UTO lift HWT ( 4 ) ft 
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ttrt: f ri hut 5fftffnf it a fft hr - gr hr ,t 

RfiTT f o tERo ft 1 ( 8 ) / 6 7 2 5 HTH, 196 7 El 

HffsRT ft HTTUT THT HRTT ^TffRT HIT 

T.'fuTTTI H fTf% r T HTfu fr, ff-Ui ft ftTTG' RHt TT 
TRT f ftf ft Hifti ft, 31 Tift 197 7 ( 3 1 Tift, 19 77 
FUR) ftF Tflft | I 

[THM to tTHo-fr-l ( 2 ) /7 1 ] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 15 th February 1972 

S.O. 1371. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-Rule (2) of Rule 133 of the Indian Electricity 
Rules, 1956 the Central Government hereby directs 
that the provisions of — 

(i) Rule 118(c) and 

(ii) Rule 130 

of the said rules shall be relaxed in respect of the use 
of two numbers Russian make Electric Shovels 
Serial Nos. EKG 4.6-B 601 and 604 in the open cast 
mine at Bailadila Iron Ore Project of M/s. National 
Mineral Development Corporation Ltd., in addition 
to the relaxation already granted by the Deputy 
Director of Mines Safety (Electrical) Oorgaum Elec- 
trical Circle, Oorgaum, Mysore, vide his letter No. E/ 
1691 dated the 1st November, 1971, subject to the 
conditions stipulated in the said relaxation letter. 

[No. EL. II-6(8)/71.] 
M. RAMANATHXN, 
Deputy Director (Power). 

HlftH 

Tf fewft 15 9RTFt, 1972 

qHo fto 13 71. — HRcfft ft?TT ftWTHt', 
1956 % fftuH 133 % HT-fftTH (2 ) TR1 TTrT Hftrftf 
TT srfft TNT fT %?fft TNTTT trcRSTO ftftfl ftfl t ft 
HTT TT^ft HFTH ftqTH ftlRT ftftrT % t^rfeHT RpTH 
ftfti q-ftTftTTr qr hWt tt?t trrr t if ftfHT ft 
ft^TT HTTHT, ftfiff HR fwr f %ftr 4. 6 ft 601 fft 
604 ft ftsrfft % iRT?sr ir ttttt fftuTrTTt % 

(i) fTTH 1 18 (t) HR 

(ii) Ptth 130 

Ir qr fTftqftftRH ftn Tift i ftftfttdRH 

HT ft?5TTr, TTT (fft^T) 3roTrH fftfT TtT 3TOTPT 
ngr §:rt htIt tt f/i69i, ftrtTr 1 thttr, 
1971 ?iTr Tro ir ft ftft tt ftftTtqRH % htto 

t HfT HTT ftftfttfiRH TT if ft Wf % HHft | I 

[Ho fo lTHo-II-6(8)/7l] 

THo TITTITT; 

?T I (TI^T) 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 19th May, 1972. 


S-O. 1372. — -In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Cal- 
cutta in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the State Rank of India and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 16th May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No, 51 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the State Bank of India. 

AND 

Their* workmen 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance; 

On behalf of Employers . — Shri A. Roy Mukherjee, 
Bar-at-Law. 

On behalf of Workmen . — Shri B. Choudhury, 
Bar-at-Law, 

State; Assam Industry: Banking 

AWARD 

By Order No. 23/140/70-LRIII, dated the 23rd March, 
1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) referred the following 
industrial dispute existing between the employers in 
relation to the State Bank of India and their work- 
men, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 
“Whether the action of the management of the 
State Bank of India in terminating the ser- 
vices of Shri P. C. Hazarika, Clerk at their 
Nowgong Branch with effect from the 2Srd 
October, 1968 was justified? If not, to what 
relief is he entitled.” 


?. The notices were served upon the parties, After 
taking three adjournments the management filed its 
statement of case on 14th May, 1971, The workman 
represented by the State Bank of India Staff Associa- 
tion hereinafter called the Union, filed its statement 
of case on 2nd August, 1971. By an order," dated 10th 
April 1972 this Tribunal, in view of the provisions of 
Section 11A of the Indutrlai Disputes Act, which came 
into force from 15th December, 1971 directed the par- 
ties to confine their respective cases upon the materials 
that formed part of the record of the domestic Pro- 
ceedings conducted by the State Bank of India, the 
employer against the workman, the employee. Accor- 
dingly the learned Counsels for both the parties in 
the proceedings before the tribunal agreed to the dis- 
pensation of formal proof of records relating to domes- 
tic proceedings and papers forming part of the record 
of the domestic proceedings filed by both the parties. 
Those were with the consent of the learned counsels 
admitted in evidence and accepted in the proceedings. 
Arguments were advanced by the learned Counsels 
placing their respective view points. 

3 The statement of case, filed by the State Bank of 
India hereinafter called th e employer, is materially 
ns follows- The workman Profulla Chandra Hazarika 
was appointed in 1956 in the State Bank of India here- 
inafter called the Bank, in the post of a clerk in the 
Nowgong branch of the bank and was working till the 
termination of his service in the said branch as a 


clerk. On 8th September, 1961. a treasury bill appear- 
ing to have been drawn by the Deputy Commissioner, 
Nowgong in favour of one Bipin Pal for the 'sum of 
Rs. 18,550/. was encashed in the Nowgong branch oft; 
the bank. No such bill was in fact dr&wn’by the 
Deputy Commissioner, Nowgong and the said bill was 
a forged one. When the bill was sent back by Ihe 
bank after payment to the Nowgong treasury, it was 
discovered that no such hill had been passed _by ihe 
said treasury for payment and the matter was then 
reported to the police by the Deputy Commissioner, 
Police registered a case and took up investigation. In 
connection with the aforesaid forgery and frauR seven 
persons including the employee Profulla Chandra 
Hazarika were arrested by the police. Following his 


arrest by the police Huzarika made a statement on* 
16th September, 1961 before the Sub-divisional Magis- 
trate, Nowgong. In that statement Hazarika admitted 
inter-alia that some some of the arrested persons had 
met him towards the end of August, 1961 and 
requested him for rendering his assistance in getting* 
a treasury bill in their possession cashed bv the 
Bank at Nowgong in an irregular and unauthorised 
manner. That on 6th September, 1961 two of the^ 
arrested persons had offered to pay him Rs. 3,000/ 
for his rendering assistance. Hazarika further ad- 
mitted in the said statement that on 7th September, 
1961 he was aware that efforts were being made by 
one of the accused persons to get the said bill cashed 
at the bank and that on 8th September, 1961 be saw 
the bill being cashed by the said person. Hazarika 
further stated before the Magistrate that on 8th 
September, 1961 he was informed by two* of the 
accused persons that the said bill was a forged one 
and thereupon Hazarika demanded Rs. 3000/- from 
them as his price for not divulging the truth to the 
Bank. Hazarika never informed the bank of the 
facts stated by him before the said Magistrate. An- 
nexure A is the true copy of the statement made by 
Hazarika before the Magistrate. On coming to know 
the arrest of Hazarika and his statement made before 
the Magistrate and the steps taken by the Police 
to prosecute the arrested persons including Hazarika, 
the Bank, by an order dated 8th December 1961, 
placed Hazarika under suspension from that date. 
Following investigation police submitted a charge- 
sheet against the arrested persons including Hazarika 
and there was an enquiry by the Magistrate against 
all the arrested persona including Hazarika for 
offences punishable under Section 417/42 0/4 0 8/1 -0B 
of the Indian Penal Code, The learned Magistrate 
by his order doted 24th August, 1962 committed six 
accused persons to stand their trio 1 boroi-c the CourH 
of Sessions but discharged Hazarika under Section? 
207A16) of the Criminal Procedure Code as Haza- 
rika had retracted his statement in course of the 
proceeding before the Magistrate After Hazarika 
was 'discharged from the criminal case he was 
allowed bv the bank to resume his duties, but no 
work was assigned to him. On 20th May. 1963 the 
Bank issued a ebargesheet against Hazarika charging, 
him with the following acts of mis-conduct: 

‘‘(a) That even though it came to your notice as 
early as the last week of August, 1961, that 
an attempt was being made to defraud the 
Bank in respect of a Government bill for 
Rs. 18,500/-, you failed to bring the fact to 
the notice of the appropriate authority for 
safeguarding the Bank’s Interest, in flagrant 
-irJrvla'Mrm nf vmir HlltV. 


(b) That although the aforesaid fraud was 
perpretrated on the Bank on the 8th Sep- 
tember, 1961 and that f?ct was brought to 
your notice the same day, you failed and 
neglected to apprise the Eiuthority of that, 
fact and rather sought, as you yourself a(T\ 
mitted, to share the amount of the forged 
bill along with the other miscreants.” 
(Annexure B). 

On 24th May, 1963, Hazarika asked the Bunk for 
clarification of some Of the statements contained in 
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the cffargesheet and on 4th June, 1963 the Bank issued 
a letter clarifying the contents ot the chargesheet 
iviae Annexure <J and Dj. On 6th June, 1963 Haza- 
rika submitted a written reply to the said ohargesheet 
in whien he asserted inter-alia that the statement 
made by him before the Magistrate was not true and 
that the said statement had been procured by the 
.Police by threats and personal violence and that he 
had retracted his said statement in Court and chat 
he had never had any knowledge that a fraud would 
be perpretruted against the Bank or that any fraud 
had been perpretrated agamst Bank ( vide Annexure 
E). Bri T. P. Bai'uo, the Agent oi the Bank’s Biullong 
Bi anch, was appointed by the Bann to enquire into 
the said charges against Hazarika with information 
to Hazarika by Bank's letter dated 27th June, 1963 
( Annexure F). Enquiry proceedings in respect of 
two charges were held by Sri T. P. Baruu on 10th 
and llth July, 1963. Hazarilka attended the pro- 
ceedings on the first day. On the second day also 
he attended the proceedings but left before the con- 
clusion of the proceedings on that date by stating 
that he would not participate in the enquiry. Haza- 
rika left tne enquiry before the witnesses, two in 
number, were examined in support of the charges. 
On 6th Semtember, 1963 the said enquiry officer 
submitted his report in which after consideration of 
the evidence, he found Hazarika guilty of the two 
charges made against him. (Proceedings oi the 
enquiry the Report are Annexure G & H respectively). 
On consideration ot the enquiry report the Bunk on 
6th January, 1964 wrote to Hazarika that it was pro- 
posed to terminate his service on payment of three 
months’ pay and allowances in lieu of notice and 
that he should show cause why the proposed puni- 
shment should not be imposed (letter Annexure I). 
On 6th February, 1964 at Hazarilta’s request the 
enquiry report was shown to Hazarika and he was 
asked to submit his reply within 10 days th«n;nfter. 
The Session’s case against the accused who had been 
sent up for trial in connection with the fraud against 
the Bank ended in the conviction of some of the 
accused persons. Thereafer too Public Prosecutor 
at the instance of the Government of Assam applied 
lor a revision of the order whereby HazarKa had 
been discharged by the Magistrate. The Additional 
District Magistrate who heard the said application 
revised the safd order discharging Hazarika and 
charged Hazarika under Section 120B read with 
Sections 420/1/9 of the Indian Panel Code and com- 
mitted him to the Court of Sessions for his trial. 
When the Bank came to know of the resumption of 
criminal proceedings against Hazarika, the Bank 
stayed the disciplinary proceedings against him pend- 
ing conclusion of the criminal proceedings and in- 
formed Hazarika accordingly, v Letter dated 19th 
February, 1964, Annexure J). On 25th March, 1966 
the Sessions Judge who heard the case against Haza- 
rika acquitted Hazarika of the charges against him. 
Upon the conclusion the said Sessions trial, the Bank 
decided to continue with the disciplinary proceedings 


against Hazarika and by a letter dt. 20th September, 
1960 asked Hazarika to submit his reply to show cause 
notice served on him on 6th January, 1964 as afore- 
said (letter Annexure K). By a letter, dated 22nd 
September, 1966, Hazarika informed the Bank that 
he had already submitted his explanation by his 
previous letter dated the 22nd January, 1964. He 
submitted that judgment of the Sessions Judge would 
show that he was obsolutely innocent of the charges 
made against him (Letter of Hazarika Annexure L). 
Having considered the explanation offered by Haza- 
rika the Bank saw no reason to discontinue the dis- 
ciplinary proceedings against Hazarika and by letter 
dated 19th August, 1968 gave him another opportunity 
lo make representation against the proposed punish- 
ment Hazarika did not make any further represen- 
tation and referred the Bank to the explanation given 
bv him Tn his letter dated 22nd September, 1966. 
(Letter dated 9th August, 1968 from the Bank to 
Hazarika and dated 21st August, 1968 from Hazarika 
to the Bank marked An»#Kur«B M and N respectively). 


On 23rd October, 1988 the Bank after consideration 
of the explanation oifcred by Hazarika decided to 
terminate Sri Hazarika’s services with immediately 
elfect on. payment of three months’ pay and allowance 
in lieu of notice and Hazarika was notified accordingly 
by the Bank's letter dated 23rd Oct. 1963 (Annexure 
O). Against the order of termination of his service 
Hazarika preferred an appeal before the Bank’s Re- 
gional Manager, Shillong, but the Regional Manager 
by his decision and order dated 23rd January, 1969 
dismissed the said appeal and affirmed the order ter- 
minating Sri Hazarika's employment (Memorandum 
of Hazarika’s appeal. Regional Manager’s decision 
marked Annexures P & Q respectively). Thereafter, 
the State Bank of India Stall Association raised an 
industrial dispute with the Bank over the termination 
of Hazarika's service and the Bank did not agreed to 
the Association's demand for reinstatement of Sri 
Hazarika whereupon the said dispute was submitted 
by the Association to the Labour Department, Cen- 
tral Government for conciliation. The Assistant 
Labour Commissioner, Central at Calcutta initiated 
conciliation proceedings which did not lead to any 
settlement. By the order of the Central Government 
dated 23rd March, 1971, the dispute has been referred 
to for adjudication by this Tribunal. The Bank con- 
tends that Hazarika was guilty and was found guilty 
after a fair and proper enquiry of the charges which 
constitute gross misconduct on his part as an employee 
of the Bank and the Bank was justified in taking the 
action that it did against him. The Bank lost all 
confidence in the integrity of Shri Hazarika and the 
order of termination of service was proper and 
valid. 

4. In its statement of case for the workman, repre- 
sented by the Union, it has been stated inter-alia as 
follows: 

Since his appointment on or about 22nd June, 1956 in 
the Bank's clerical staff at Nowgong, Hazarika work- 
ed in different branches until his services were wrong- 
fully and illegally terminated. He had an unblamished 
record of service, The termination of service of 
Hazarika was wrongful and illegal. Hazarika had 
nothing to do with the encashment of the cheque — 
paragraph 2(c). Hazarika was arrested in connection 
with the case and under threat of violence and coercion 
and intimidation by the Police he was made to make 
a statement by way of confession before the Magistrate 
on 16th September, 1961. Several other persons un- 
connected with the bank were also arrested— Para- 
graph 2(e). While discharging Hazarika under Sec- 
tion 207A(6) of the Cr. P.C. the learned Magistrate 
observed that no case was found against the accused 
Profulla Chandra Hazarika. Magistrate’s order is 
Annexure A dated 24th August, 1902— Paragraph 2(f) 
Paragraph 2(h) relates to the commencement' of the 
disciplinary proceedings. The domestic enquiry began 
at 2 p. m, on 10th July, 1963 — Paragraph 2(k), and 
Mr. T, P. Bai’ua, Sri Katyal and Sri S. Chatterjee 
were present at the enquiry. Mr. Barua and Mr. 
Katyal were sitting together. Mr. Katyal at all rele- 
vant time was the Agent of Nowgong branch and 
Sri Chatterjee was the Staff officer. It was Katyal 
who passed the bill for payment on which the purport- 
ed signature of the Deputy Commissioner was ulti- 
mately proved to be of a forgery — Paragraph 2(1) 
at the begining of ihe enquiry Katyal made a state- 
ment. Thereafter Profulla Hazarika was cross- 
examined by the enquiry officer on the purported 
confession which had been retracted. The cross- 
examination continued for some time. On llth July, 
1963 all irrelevant and irritating questions were being 
put to and it was obvious that the enquiry officer was 
obsessed with the idea that a person who has made a 
confession to the Police must have done so voluntarily. 
Under the strain of such irritating cross-examination 
Hazarika was unwilling to stand such cross-exami- 
nation and left the place. In absence of Hazarika 
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some statement was made by S. Chatterjee, Staff 
officer who was also cross-examined by the enquiry 
officer — Paragraph 2(m). Quoting the relevant por- 
tion of enquiry officer’s report which was baaed solely 
on the confessional statement ol Sri Hazarika which 
was later on retracted by him, the enquiry was con- 
demned as the enquiry officer was biased — Paragraph 
2(n). Notice dated 6th January, 1064 was served on 
Hazarika to show cause why his services should not be 
terminated on payment of three months’ pay 'toid 
allowances in lieu of notice [paragraph 2(o)]. Refer- 
ring to the revisional application and commitment 
order and the trial at the Sessions Court of Hazarika 
and quoting relevant extract from the judgment of 
the Sessions Judge acquitting Hazarika of all charges 
[Paragraphs 2(p) and (q)l, the' Statement refers to 
the domestic proceedings that was suspended pending 
commitment proceedings and Session trial against 
Hazarika and was resumed on 20th September, On 
22nd September, 1966 Hazarika had sent his reply to 
the Second show cause notice pointing out that he had 
already submitted his explanation on 22nd January, 
1064 and that at the Sessions trial he had been 
honourably acquitted [vide Paragraph 2(r)l- From 
September, I960 to 18th August, 1968 Hazarika got 
no information from the Bank as to what happened 
about the domestic enquiry against him. On 19th 
August, 1968 he was again asked to make his submis- 
sion within 10 days. By his letter dated 21st August, 
1668 Hazarika pointed out that he had already made 
the statement [Paragraph 2(3)1. By » le ^er dated 
23rd October, 1068 the Bank informed Hazarika that 
after due consideration it had decided that his ser- 
vice* would be terminated with immediate effect on 
payment of three months’ pay and allowance in lieu 
of notice. From the said order Hazarika preferred an 
appeal on 3rd December, 1968 which was dismissed 
on 23rd January 1969 [Paragraph 2(t) and (ui)l- The 
enquiry was vitiated for the following reran? 

Para 4 of Statement of case : 

"(a) Sri Barua had no authority to hold the 
•equiry; 


(b) Katyal who sat at the enquiry and made a 
statement on which the report was partly 
based was the person who had passed the 
forged bill for payment without comparing 
the signature of the Deputy Commissioner 
and he was the person who had drawn up 
and issued the charge; 

(c) The whole findings of the enquiry officer is 
based on the retracted confession. The case 
of Hazarika before the enquiry officer was 
that the purported confession made by him 
was tutored and was nc.t voluntary ahd had 
been made under threat of violence and 
coercion and intimidation. No witness was 
called to show that purported confession was 
voluntary and was not made under threat of 
violence and coercion and intimidation and 
was not tutored. Further, there was no 
evidence before the enquiry officer that the 
confession had been retracted under legal 
advice; 

(d) The finding in the report is perverse and not 
based on any evidence and it also reflects the 
bias and obsession of the Enquiry Officer; 


(e) The principle of natural justice was violated 
and the Enquiry officer based his report on 
so called cross-examination of Hazarika, by 
himself on the retracted confession; 

tf) In holding the enquiry and terminating the 
service* of Sri Hazarika, the Bank liter Haza- 
rika had been discharged and/or acquitted 
after full triaL in a court of law, tire bank 
hae violated the principle* laid down ifa Para- 
p-opk f|S of the Shaatrt Award.” 


5, Upon the statements of case of both the' parties 
filed in the proceedings, th e learned Counsel lor the 
Employee Hazarika opened hi s argument and refer- 
red to the materials on record ot this domestic pro- 
ceedings forming part of the record of the proceedings 
and marked exhibits for either side in this case. The 
learned Counsel drew my attention to paragraph 4 
of the workman’s statement of case filed on Its behalf 
by the Union as quoted above. Paragraph 4 says that 
the enquiry was vitiated for the following reasons; 
(.a) Sri Barua had no authority to hold the enquiry. 
The learned Counsel for the union submitted that he 
would not press the ground (a). Ground (b) — the 
learned Counel stated ihat this ground was irrelevant 
as there were certain mis-statement of facts. He 
pressed the ground 4(c)— the whole finding of the 
enquiry officer is based on the retracted confession 
which was not voluntary and had been made under 
the threat of violence and coercion and intimidation. 
No witness was called to show that the purported 
confession was voluntary and w r us not made under 
the threat of violence and coercion and intimidation 
and was not tutored. There was no evidence before 
the enquiry officer that the confession had been re- 
tracted under legal advice. Ground 4(d) — Findings in 
the report are perverse and not based on any evidence 
and it also reflects the bias and obsession of the En- 
quiry officer. Ground 4(e) — The principle of natural 
justice was violated and the Enquiry office^ based hie 
report on so called cross-examination of bhri Haza- 
ruca, by himself on the retracted confession. Ground 
4(f)— In holding the enquiry and terminating the 
services of Shri Hazarika, the bank after Sri Hazarika 
had b*en discharged and/or acquitted after full trial 
in a court of law, has violated the principle laid down 
in paragraph 505 of the Shastn Award. The learned 
Counsel stated that he would argue on the grounds 
4(c), (d). (e) and (f). He also submitted that the 
appellate authority as stated in paragraph 5 of the 
statement of case did nto apply its mind at all to the 
appeal preferred by Hazarika against the order ter- 
minating his services passed by the Bank. I start 
with the learned Counsel’s argument on Paragraph 
4(f) of the Union’s statement of case, 

G Paragraph 503 of Shastry Award, page 140, the 
relevant portion of which was referred to by the 
learned Counsel for the Union reads as follows: 


“An acquittal should not be lightly challenged 
by departmental enquiries for disciplinary 
action unless the Bank management feels that 
there has been such a gross violation of tne 
departmental rules as to necessitate an order 
of enquiry in the interest of the institution 
on matters other than those In respect of 
which he has been already acquitted, if 
after the departmental enquiry the manage- 
ment still feels that the employee can not 
continue in his service, it can terminate hia 
services only on payment of three months 
saUrv nnH allowances in lieu of notice. 


Ext M-15 issued by the Staff Superintendent, S. 
Gupta to Hazarika reads as follows; 


"With reference to your letter dated the 21t 
August, upon due consideration thereof as 
also the circumstances and other relevant 
factors pertaining to your case, it has been 
decided that your services be terminated with 
immediate effect on payment of three months’ 
pay and allowances in lieu of notice. Accord- 
ingly, your services are hereby terminated 
with immediate effect. 


2 A payment order representing your up-to-date 
as also three months’ pay and allowances is 
enclosed. 


3. Please acknowledge receipt.” 
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Ext, M-8, the charges against Hazarlka were as 
follows: — - 

"(i) That even though it came to your notice as 
early as the last week of August 1981; that 
an attempt was being made to defraud the 
Bank in respect of a Government bill for 
Us. 18,550/-, you failed to bring that fact to 
the notice of the appropriate authority for 
safeguarding the Bank’s interest, in flagrant 
violation of your duty. 

(ii) That although the aforesaid fraud was per- 
petrated on the Bank on the 8th September, 
1961 and that fact was brought to your notice 
the same day, you failed and neglected to 
apprise the authority of that fact and rather 
sought, as you yourself admitted ,to share 
the amount of the forged bill along wtili the 
other miscreants.” 

The charge No. (i) resolves itself into the following 
constituents: 

(a) It came to the notice of Hazarika as early 
as in the last week of August. 1961 that an 
attempt was being made to defraud the Bank 
in respect of a Government bill ‘for Rs. 
18,550/-; 

(b) Having notice i.e, knowledge of such fraud 
Hazarika failed to bring that fact to the notice 
of the appropriate authority. 

(c) Hazarika’s duty was to bring to the notice 
of the appropriate authority of the Hank the 
fact which came to his knowledge for safe- 
guarding the interest of the Bank'. 

(d) Hazarika’s failure to bring to tide notice of 
the appropriate authority of the Bank that he 
had the knowledge in the last week of August, 
1961 that an attempt was being made to de- 
fraud the Bank as stated above was flagrant 
violation of his duty. 

Mr. Choudhury, the learned Counsel submitted that 
the charge No. (i) did not reveal that Hazarika did 
any act. Failure on the part of Hazarllka to bring to 
the notice of the Bank that he knew in the last weak 
of August, 1961 that an attempt was being made to 
defraud the Bank as stated in the charge was not an 
act. But an act includes ommission. Hazarika was a 
clerk in the Bank at Nowgong branch. In the Now- 
gong branch there are two clerks, one clerk whose 
name will appear as Brothakur was in charge of deal- 
ing with Government bills & accounts, and Hazarika 
was in charge of dealing with private bills & accounts. 
Both of them used to sit side by side in the s&me 
room. If Hazarika had the knowledge in the last 
week of August 1961 that an attempt was being made 
by certain persons to defraud the Bank in respect of 
a government bill to the tunc of Rs. 18,550/-, his duty 
was to ensure protection of the interest of the Bank 
against any possibility of such an nl tempt. His duty 
further was to bring to the immediate notice of the 
Bank’s authorities, so that the Bank and the Treasury 
counld be verv much cautious and circumspect about 
government bills that would be coming through the 
Treasury to the hank for encashment. It cannot be 
now disputed that a forged government bill to the tune 
of Rs. 18,550/- came to the Nowgong branch of the 
Bank for encashment, and that the fcVged bill for 
Rs. 18.550/ was encashed on 8th September, 1961, 
defrauding the Bank, by some criminals. The encash- 
ment of the forged hill by the criminals whereby the 
Bank was defrauded has been undoubtedly prejudi- 
cial to the interest of the bank. If Hazarika had the 
knowledge, as a clerk of the Bank in whom the Bank 
must have had reposed trust and confidence, that an 
attempt was beipg made to defraud the Banx, he was 
required to protect against any such action by any 
person which was likelv to be prel uncial to the 
interest of the Bank. It cannot- he disputed that 


encashment of a forged government bill to the extent 
of Rs. 18,550/- from the Nowgong brunch of the Bank 
bus been utterly prejudicial to the interact of th* 
Bank. A clerk in the Bank is in duty bound to pro- 
tect against any act of any person that may be pre- 
judicial to the interest of Bank, and as such, Hazari- 
ka’s duty, if he knew the likelihood of an attempt at 
such prejudicial action by any person against Bank’s 
interest, was to have brought immediately what he 
knew to the notice of the Bank authorities. The 
failure of the Bank’s clerk in this case, Hazarika, 1* 
such circumstances to inform the authorities of the 
Bank immediately of his knowledge of such a* crimi- 
nal design of any person is itself prejudicial to the 
interest of the Bank. As Hazarika refrained from 
giving timely information of his knowledge of such 
a criminal design to the bank authorities, and from 
alerting and forewarning them in time, his negative 
attitude to such a situation i.e. his ommission amounts 
to an act of “gross misconduct”, in view of what is 
laid down in paragraph 521(4) (i) of Sastry award, 
pages 143-44, which reads as follows: 

"By the expression gross misconduct shall mean 
any of the following acts and ommission On 
the part of an employee 

• * * • 

(j) doing any act prejudicial to the interest of 
the Bank or gross negligence or neglect in- 
volving or likely to involve the Bank in 
serious loss.” 


The expression ‘doing any act" includes commission 
n doing an act, since act and ommission on the part 
}f an employee constitue “grave misconduct If in 
the last week of August. 1961 Hazarika had the 
knowledge as imputed to him in charge No, (j) he 
ought to have brought his knowledge of sue a 
iesign of the criminals to defraud the Bank to the 
notice of the Bank authorities before 7th ^Septem- 
ber, 1961, and in that event the Bank would have 

seen alert and the defrauding could have been 
i verted, By not alerting the Bank m time Hazarika 
lid an act by way of omission prejudicial to the m- 
erest of the Bank and by such act of omission he 
neglected to do his duty as a trusted employer and a 
onflderate of tine Bank resulting m a serious 1ms to 
he Bank. So the learned Counsels submission that 
Targe No. (i) did not impute Hazarika wtih any 
ict could not impress me Paragraph _ 505 of Sastry 
iward speaks of gross violation of departmental rules 
vhich necessitates a further enquiry in the intere, 
if the'Bank on the matter other than those m respect 
f which a Bank employee has already been acquitted. 
aaSta wffdi. clA/l by .he »=** g. 
mauitted bv the Sessions Court, m the 

SS/WlofTTc no”Y»W <*. H 

“g g h s s= 

wmmm 

Vmfd was aiuy committed Hazarika had know- 
roucl was aciutuiy riesitmed lo commit a 

vr^n^glected^^n^perforuhhg his duty by^ not lnform- 

ng the Bank of prejudicial’ 'to the 

he Bank gainst anybody s action pr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

nterst of the Hank. h design of which he 

lot informing ^n-BanXoti « actually de- 

*">« ^^-^r ^hiifn^agrapb S21 (4H,1 
ranged he The act or omission involved m 

if the Sastry award. T ronstltute any 

■1-ise (j) referred which Hazarika 
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Judge. The charge No. (il) in the domestic proceed- 
ings is couched with the words: “that although the 
aforesaid fraud was perpetrated on the Bank on the 
8th September, 1981 and that fact was brought to 
your notice the same day, you failed and neglected 
to apprise the authority of that fact". This part of 
charge No. (ii) clearly fails within paragraph 521(4) 
(,l) of Sastry Award while the rest of the charge 
No. (ii) contain matters that do not come within 
the aforesaid clause and are more surplusages. But 
the charge does not contain any elements of . the 
offence with which Hazarika was charged, tried and 
acquitted. Therefore, there is no substance ‘ in the 
argument advanced by the learned Counsel for the 
union representing the workman. The relevant por- 
tion of paragraph 505 of Sastry award quoted above 
should be read with paragraph 521(4) (jV as already 
quoted in the context of the facts and circumstances 
involved in the charge Nos, (1) and (ii) as analysed 
by me. Charge Nos. (i) and (ii) do not therefore 
relate to any elements that constituted the offences 
with which Hazarika was charged, tried and acquit- 
ted. Further domestic enquiry was initiated by the 
Bank in the interest of the Bank on matters' other 
than those in respect of which Hazarika had already 
been acquitted. Upon the facts and circumstances 
stated in charge Nos. (i) and (ii) as analysed, Haza- 
rike was rightly charged with charge Nos. fi) and 
(ii) both of which comes within paragraph 521 ( 4) (j) of 
the Sastry award pages 142 to 144. It must be noted 
that paragraph 521 of Sastry award contains only 
directors. Paragraph 521 (2) (c) of Safety award 
says, ‘Tf he be acquitted it shall be open to ihe 
to discharge. However, in the event of Management’s 
he shall be liable only for termination of service with 
three months’ pay and allowances in lieu of notice” 
deciding after enquiry not to continue him in service 
management to proceed against him under the provi- 
sions set out below in sub-paragraphs 9 and 10 relating 
So, even in spite of acquittal by the Sessions Judge of 
Hazarika the directions in Sastry award which were 
not interfered with by Desai award is that the mana- 
gement may proceed against bis emplovee in a disci- 
plinary action following directions in sub-paragraphs 9 
and 10 of paragraph 521. It is very significant to note 
that in Paragraph 521 sub-paragraph (2) clause ( c ). 
there is the following direction in Sastry award: “How- 
ever, in the event of the management’s deciding after 
enquiry not to continue in service he shall be liable 
only for termination of service with three months’ pay 
and allowances In lieu of notice”. I find no violation 
of the directions in the Sastry award discussed above. 

7. Now, I take up paragraph 4(cV As regards viola- 
tion of natural justice in the domestic proceedings the 
learned Counsel for the union submitted (a) the 
enquiry officer made searching cross-examinations after 
Hazarika made his statement before him. Katval also 
made searching cross-examination of Hazarika after he 
had made his statement. On 10th of July, 1983 enquiry 
began at 2 p.m. under the Chairmanship of Barua. the 
enquiry officer and in presence of Katyal, Agent State 
Bank of India, Nowgong and S. Chatteriee, Staff officer 
and Hazarika. At first statement of Katyal was record- 
ed as a witness for the Bank by the enquiry officer. 
From his statement it appears l hat he simply narrated 
the events leading to the fraud and forgery and loss to 
the Bank. He was not the agent at the relevant time 
i.e. on 7th to 8t.h September, 1961. Katyal on being 
asked by the Enquiry Officer said that be reserved the 
right of cross-examination of the witnesses. Charcos 
were already brought to the notice of Hazarika by the 
enquiry officer. Then Hazarika made a statement 
As regards charge No. (i) he said that nothing came 
to his knowledge on any day that any fraud was 
going to be perpetrated on the bank by any person or 
that anybody cheated the Bank in any manner by 
any false bill or otherwise. The Charge No. (ii) 
against Hazarika was to this effect: 

“(ii) That although the aforesaid fraud was 
perpetrated on the Bank on the 3th Septem- 
ber 1961 and that fact was brought to your 


[Part II- 


notice the same day, you failed and neglect- 
ed to apprise the authority of that fact and 
rather sought, as you yourself admitted, to 
share the amount of the forged bill along 
with other miscreants.” 

In regard to charge No. (ii) he said that his state- 
ment before the Magistrate was not legal nor true 
nor genuine and as such the Magistrate absolved 
of all liabilities, even in the fact of the statement he 
had made. His statement before the Magistrate was 
neither free or voluntary and it was procured from 
him by threat and personal violence. He was kept 
in the Police custody for a longer time than permit- 
ted by law and during his wrongful detention he was 
repeatedly influenced and tutored by the Police to 
make statement before the Magistrate. He was taken 
in the custody by the Police under handcuff direct 
from the court room to the Thana lock up and was 
produced before the Magistrate. He had no time to 
reflect and consider the consequence of the tutored 
statement and in confusion of the moment and in his 
disturbed state of mind he made certain statement 
before the Magistrate which were not true and made 
with the hope of getting rid of the police. The 
statement which was subsequently retracted in Court 
could not legally be made the basis of any charge 
against him without further proof against him of which 
there was none. So Hazarika as a witness for him- 
self made the statement. Then the enquiry officer 
had put 24 questions to Hazarika and those were 
questions relating to Hazarika’s statement made 
before the Magistrate. Katyal had put 28 questions 
in cross-examination to Hazarika. To the total ques- 
tions of enquiry officer and Katyal, Hazarika gave 
38 replies. The proceedings on 10th of July, 1963 
between at 2 p.m. and ended fi p.m. i.e. for 4 hours. 
Next day, that means on 11th July, 1963 enauiry had 
commenced at 10 a.m. Barua, Katyal and Chatter) ee 
were present, so also Hazarika, Katval asked questions 
to which Hazarika replied. Enquiry officer asked a 
question to which Hazarika replied. Then enquiry 
officer asked a question to which Hazarika replied. 
Then enquiry officer asked a question and Hazarika 
replied. Then enquiry officer asked a question and 
Hazarika replied. Then Katyal asked a question and 
Hazarika replied. Then Katyal asked a question and 
Hazarika replied. Then enquiry officer asked a 
question to which Hazarika said “I will not partici- 
pate In the present enquiry”. All the questions that 
were put to Hazarika on both the days by the enquiry 
officer and Katyal arose out of and related to the 
facts appearing in the statement of Hazarika made 
before the Magistrate and also the facts that were 
found against the accused persons at the Sessions 
trial and also by the Hon’ble High Court at Assam 
and Nagaland in Appeal against th° conviction of 
the accused persons by the Sessions Judge Enquiry 
officer on 11th July, 1903 asked Hazarika “Sri Haza- 
rika you have stated previously that you being an 
employee with six years standing you could narrate 
to the Magistrate the details of the procedure in 
regard to the payment of the bill in questions. Yes, 

1 admit that the usual routine procedure, in regard 
to the payment of a Government bill could be pos- 
sible for you to narrate. 1 do not however under- 
stand ns to how you could narrate the procedure in 
respect of the particular bill in question. Nor can, 

I understand how could police suggest to you or tutor 
you to state so much in detail in regard to the pay- 
ment. of the hill. Will you please clarify the posi- 
tion? (Hazarika) That may he mv recollection. (En- 
quiry officer). So apparently nobody suggested this 
to you, but you had narrated it from your own re- 
collection voluntarily? (Hazarika) I cannot face this 
enquiry. (Enquiry Officer) why are you uncomfort- 
able? Are we harassing you or are you sick? Sri 
Hazarika I am uncomfortable and no not like to 
represent myself at this enquiry (Enquiry Officer). 
Would you ‘ kindly tell me what is the reason 
for your being uncomfortable? I am here, to do 
everything possible to see that you are composed and 
comfortable. Sri Hazarika I am tired (11 a.m.). 
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(Enquiry Officer It is not understood, how you could 
be so tired after facing the enquiry just for an hour? 
If you were tired you should have told us, before the 
commencement of the enquiry today. (Sri Hazarika) 
I have no reply to make. (Enquiry Officer) Do you 
think you will be alright and will be in a position to 
think you will be alright and will be in a 
position to resume enquiry taking rest for some 
time? (Sri Hazarika) No. (Sri Katyal) Apparently 
you are all right what is the reason and 
nature of your discomfort? (Sri Hazarika) I could 
not, sleep last night and now feeling drowsy. 
(Sri Katyal) If we give you time for rest or sleep 
or if we adjourn the enquiry for today do you think 
you can face the enquiry to-morrow after lunch or 
on the 13th July at 10 a.m. (Sri Hazarika) No, it 
will not be possible. (Enquiry Officer) You have 
received my memorandum of date in reply to vour 
request to postpone the enquiry by a month. What 
have you decided, will you participate in the Enquiry 
or not? (Sri Hazarika) "I will not participate in the 
present enquiry.” After saying this Hazarika left 
the enquiry proceedings. Then the statement of S. 
Chatterjee, Staff Officer was read out and submitted 
to the enquiry officer at Nowgong on 11th July, 1963. 
Enquiry Officer Cross-examined Chatterjee. Chatter- 
jee was the Agent of the Nowgong branch in Septem- 
ber, 1961. He was present at the enquiry but he did 
not ask any question to Hazarika. After Chatterjee, 
Katyal became the Agent of Nowgong branch but it 
does not appear from record when Katyal became the 
agent. Katyal who asked Hazarika questions by way 
of cross-examination after Hazarika made his state- 
ment before the enquiry officer, was representing 
the Nowgong branch of the bank as the then Manager 
of the Bank. So, he was practically representing 
the Bank. Chatterjee was subjected to searching 
examination by enquiry officer who in his report 
spoke adversely against Chatterjee imputing to him 
negligence in performing his part of duty of verify- 
ing the signature of Bipin Paul i.e. accused Jonaram. 
The enquiry officer Barua was the Agent of the 
Shillong branch of State Bank of India. He was 
appointed by the State Bank of India to hold the 
enquiry and to submit his report. The enquiry offi- 
cer wated to know by putting questions as to wbv 
Hazarika retracted his statement made before the 
Magistrate. The relevant questions is, "So, it is 
apparent that you retracted your confessional state- 
ment after legal consultation? Is not it? (Hazarika) 
Yes Sir. The next question the enquirv officer had 
put to Hazarika was as to how Hazarika pave the 
details of expression indicating his ]ov at the hope 
of getting his share of Rs. 3 000/- Hazarika said. "I 
made certain statements to the Magistrate due to the 
influence of police which was procured from me hv 
threat and personal violence and that too was said by 
me onlv to get rid of police” The enquiry officer 
then pointed out to Hazarika that he made the con- 
fessional statements to the Magistrate and not to the 
Police and the Magistrate was +here to protect him 
against _ anv police torture or influence. Hazarika 
then said that he had no time to reflect and consider 
the consequences of the tutored statement and in the 
confusion of the moment and in disturbd state of 
mind he made certain statement before the Magistrate 
which were not true but in the hone of getting rid 
of the nolice. Then the Enquiry officer wanted 
specific renb' to his earlier question from Hazarika. 
Hazarika said he had nothing to add. Then the 
Enouirv officer asked Hazarika if hv admission of the 
guilt, he exposed himself to serious risk. Hazarika 
replied that he could not consider the consequences 
of tutored statement made bv him due to distnhrod 
state of mind. Katyal then asked Hazarika if polico 
staff were present when he mads th- confessional 
statement to the Magistrate His reply was that 
police remained outside the wall of the rooip. Then 
Katval asked Hazarika as to whether the police would 
he so much conversant with th® Bank’s Internal pro- 
cedural details. Hazarika replied that the police 
might be conversant with the procedural details of 
tb» Bank. Then Katval asked, questions to Haza- 
rika to determine whether his plea of police torture, 
tutored confession, false statement could reasonably 
be probable, Katyal asked Hazarika whether Haza- 


rika ever told his lawyer that he had made a confes- 
sional statement before the Magistrate. Hazarika 

i eplied “that he did not at all tell so to his laywer. 
Hazarika admitted in answer to Katyal’s question that 
lie handed over copies of chagesheet and copy of con- 
fessional statement to his laywer. Hazarika admit- 
ted that he gave the papers, such as chargesheet and 
confessional statement to his lawyer for his defence. 
Katyal asked whether lawyer went through those 
papers. Hazarika said “no”. Katyal then asked Haza- 
rika whether lawyer had sent for Hazarika after he 
had gone through the papers. Hazarika said that he 
saw the lawyer on Ihe date of the case. Katyal 
asked what advice the lawyer gave to Hazarika, 
Hazarika said that lawyer gave no advice and sim- 
ply said that Hazarika need not worry as his case 
was light. Katyal asked Hazarika. “Did you make 
a statement to the Magistrate that one Mohan Nath 
Nazir Relief Office, came to your house in tbe last 
week of August, 1961 about a loan hill of Rs. 18,550/-? 
Hazarika replied “No, I do not remember • to have 
made such a statement .” I do not remember to have 
the threat and personal violance of police’ . Then 
Katyal asked whether Hazarika said before the 
If T have said it was due to ? Where? 
Magistrate that he had turned out Mohan and other 
by rebuking them from his house and in reply to 
Hazarika those persons told Hazarika that they 
would see him against which Hazarika said that he 
cared nothing. Referring to that statement Katyal 
asked if that statement was tutored by the police. 
Hazarika made no reply. The enquiry officer record- 
ed, “Cannot reply, looks black and stated that he is 
not prepared to reply to anything which has no bear- 
ing on the charge”. Then Katyal asked a question 
to Hazarika on the statement he had made before the 
Magistrate in which Hazarika Raid that on 7th Sep- 
tember, 1961 he went home from the Bank with the 
permission of the Agent at aout 3 O’clock and Bipin 
Paul came to his house at 3.30 p.m. and informed 
him that Broien Borthakur had refused payment of 
bill. Referring to that statement Katval asked if 
that statement of Hazarika was voluntary or tutored. 
Hazarika said "I cannot reoly”. Then the Enquiry 
officer asked Why? Hazarika said that the quarry 
was beyond the scope of the chargesheet. Then 
Katyal asked Hazarika. referring to his statement 
that Hazarika told Bipin Paul that if tbp bill was 
genuine why Bipin was ready to bribe Hazarika so 
much, if that portion of the statement was voluntary 
or tutored bv the Police. Hazarika said. "I cannot 
reply beyond the charges given on the chargesheet”. 
Then the Enquirv Officer told Hazarika that whether 
the querries were bevond the charges given on the 
chargesheet or pot that was his look out and he 
asked Hazarika if he would reply to the querries or 
not Hazarika said that he was not prepared to 
answer charge bevond the copy of the chargesheet 
given bv the Bank. He added that regarding the 
copy of the chargesheet he had given enough reply. 
The Enquiry officer told Hazarika that the questions 
wer- being asked for elucidation of the facts involved 
in the charge. The facts involved in th» charges came 
out of he statement made by Hazarika before the 
Magistrate. When the Enquirv officer made it clear 
to Hazarika that questions were being asked to him 
for elucidation of facts relating to the charges and 
not for adding anv extra charge and asked Hazarika 
if he could understand the situation, Hazarika said 
it was not so. The enouirv Officer then asked Haza- 
rika if he required further elucidation of the farts 
•elating to and a’-riing out of the charges. Hazarika 
cave no renlv. The enquirv officer recorded that 
TTrzarika looked black R"d did not give nuv renlv 
Then Katval asked Hazarika whether Hrznrilrs stated 
that Mohm Nath requested him verv much for pav- 
ment of Rs. 10.550/- i n question and that Hazarika 
told Mohan that if he was in so much need he pould 
have approached the agent who , could have given 
him the navment on' identification. Katval srimd 
|f the statement was true, genuine and free from ruv 
influence. Hazarika replied that for i-eplv to that 
question his explanation to charge No. (ii) should 
be looked into. Then Katyal asked with reference 
to the statement of Hazarika made before the Magis- 
trate about what Hazairika stated regarding the 



2122 


THE GAZETTE OF IND0A: JUNE 3. 1972/JYAISTHA 13, 1894 


[Paju- II— 


incident of 7th October, and 8th October 1961 when 
Bipin Paul (convicted accused Jonaram) approached 
the agent on 11 O’clock as follows: '‘Bipin Paul 
approached the Agent at 11 O’clock and the agent 
on seeing the authority directed him to the Khazan- 
chee for verification of the signature. The Khazan- 
chee asked for the bill from Brojen Borthakur. On 
that day there was heavy rush of work and Bortha- 
kur could not hand over the bill to the Khajanchee. 
At about 3 O'clock Bipin requested the agent to 
make payment of the bill and in reply the agent told, 
"please come to-morrow". Bipin Paul on 8th Sep- 
teamber at about 11 or 10,30 A.M, went to the Bank 
and requested Khazanchee for making payment of 
the bill. Then Khazanchee took the bill from Bipin 
Paul, verified the. signature and returned to Broken 
Borthakur who issued the bank token to Bipin Paul. 
The bill was subsequently entered in the Scroll and 
passed for payment. Bipin Paul probably at about 
1.30 P.M. received the payment". Is this portion 
tutored or voluntary? (Hazarlka) “This is a tutored 
statement”. (Katyal) "You have further said that 
the record book of specimen signature was in posses- 
sion of Shri Brojen Borthakur. You were adjacent 
to him and according to your knowledge, the signa- 
ture of the drawing officer Shri C. Barman was not 
verified and was presumed as genuine. How could 
you know all these details, when you were working 
on different desk7 (Hazarika) — “I am unable to 
reply." Katyal: "You have further submitted in your 
statement that after the bill was paid it was stamped 
with ‘Paid in cash’ and after cancelling the signature 
of the treasury officer it was sent to the duftry for 
stitching, duly agreed the Bank and the treasury 
tokens, by the cashier, the Bank tokens were kept in 
the Bank and the treasury tokens were returned to 
the treasury. The treasury box, was in the office and 
was to be locked up. Now the question arises as 
a clerk working at the desk other than Government, 
how you were posted with developments at each 
step". (Hazarika)— “This usual procedure was 

known to me since I have been worknig in the bank, 
for the last 6 years and so I could narrate the s ystero 
to the Magistrate in the statement". Enquiry Officer, 
So apparently it was you who made the statement 
and not tutored by other”? No reply. Katyal — “You 
further stated that on the 8th September, 1901, you 
met Mohan Nath after going to R.R.O. (Relief and 
Rehabilitation Officer) at about 5 P.M. and had said 
to Mohan Nath that the bill was paid out. Mohan 
Nath said to you that Paul did not go to him and then 
you returned. Now the question is how the police 
or any other person could be benefited out of this 
statement which you say was a tutored one?” Haza- 
rika— I cannot reply. Enquiry Officer— -Why? (No 
reply was forthcoming). Enquiry was closed on 10th 
July, 1963. On 11th July, 1963 Hazarika Clerk was 
further examined by Katyal. Present— -Sri T. P. 
Barua, Enquiry Officer, Sri Katyal, Sn Chatter] ee and 
Hazarika. 

Sri Katyal.— In reply to my query, as to how the 
police officer could know, about our proce- 
dural details, you have said that he might be 
knowing and in reply to a -similar query 
made from you, you have said that you were 
asked by the Magistrate to narrate the detail- 
ed procedure in regard to payment of Gov- 
ernment bills and you being six years old 
employee could explains it so thoroughly. I 
have reasons to believe that your first state- 
ment Is correct and the later one is volunt- 
ary. Please clarify? 

Sri Hazarika — As I have already told the En- 
quiry Officer in reply to Charge No. 2, that 
mv 'statement before the Magistrate was not 
legal, genuine and true hence the question of 
such query does not arise. 

Enauiry Officer.— Shri Hazarika. you have said 
q previously that you being an employee with 
six years standing you could narrate to the 
Magistrate the details of the procedure Jn, re- 
ffftTd to the payment of the bill in question- 
Yes! I admit That the usual routine procedure. 


— — = 

in regard to the payment of a Government 
bill could be possible for you to narrate. I 
do not however, understand as to how you 
could narrate the procedure in respect of the 
particular bill in question. Nor can I under- 
stand how could police suggest to you or 
tutor you to state so much in detail in regard 
to the payment of the bill. Will you please 
clarify the position? 

Sri Hazarika, — That may be my recollection. 

Enquiry Officer. — So apparently no body suggest- 
ed this to you but you had narrated it from 
your own recollection vountarily, 

Sri Hazarika. — I cannot face this enquiry. 

Enquiry Officer, — Why are you uncomfortable? 
Are we haxrassing you or are you sick? 

Sri Hazarika— I am uncomfortable and I do not 
like to represent myself at this enquiry. 

Enquiry Officer. — Would you kindly tell me what 
is the reason for your being uncomfortable? 
I am here to do everything possible to see 
that you are composed and comfortable. 

Sri Hazarika. — I am tired (11 A.M.). 

Enquiry Officer.— It is not understood how you 
could be so tired after facing the enquiry just 
for an hour? If you were tired you should 
have told us, before commencement of the 
enquiry today, 

Sri Hazarika. — I have no reply to make. 

Enquiry Officer.— Do you think you will bo al- 
right and will be in a position to resume en- 
quiry taking rest for some time? 

Sri Hazarika. — No. 

Sri Katyal. — Apparently you are all right what 
is the reason and nature of your discomfort? 

Sri Hazarika. — I could not sleep last night and 
now feeling drowsy. 

Sri Katyal.— If we give you time for rest or 
sleep or if we adjourn the enquiry for today 
do you think you can face the enquiry to- 
morrow after lunch or on the I3th July at 
10 A.M.? 

Sri Hazarika. — No it will not be possible. 

Enquiry Officer. — You have received my memo- 
randum of date in reply to your request to 
postpone the enquiry by a month. What 
have you decided, will you participate in the 
Enquiry or not? 

Sri Hazarika. — I will not partiepate in the pre- 
sent Enquiry. 

Hazarika then left, Now, Katyal was representing 
the Bank’s interest, and for all purposes the prosecu- 
tor. The Enquiry Officer was the Agent of ShiUohg 
branch. He had no personal knowledge of the inci- 
dent that led to the fraud perpetrated on the bank on 
8th September, 1901 through forgery and cheating by 
some criminals causing loss to the tune of Rs. 18.550 
to the bank upon a false and forged government bill. 
He was duly appointed by the Head office of the Bank 
to hold the enquiry. His duty was, therefore, to get 
elucidative facts from the statements of Hazarika 
made before him and from the statement he had made 
before the Magistrate and to ascertain whether Haza- 
rika's statement made before the Magistrate on the 
basis of which the charges in the domestic enquiry 
were framed against him on matters unconnected 
with the specific offences with which Hazarika was 
charged tried and acquitted was a voluntary state- 
ment, and if voluntary, whether upon such statement 
the relevant portion of which Conrcd the basis for 
the two charges against Hazarika hi the domestic pro- 
ceedings it could be reasonably probable to believe 
such statement to be true. Katyal representing the 
Bank’s interest acted as the prosecutor. He also with 
reference to Hazarika's statements made before .the 
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enquiry officer and before the Magistrate, put Haza- 
rd ka questions to bring out the truth or otherwise of 
Hazarlka's plea that his statement before the Magis- 
trate was tutored, involuntary, procured by the police 
by torture and threat of torture, and was untrue. As 
regards the enquiry officer, his questions were framed 
for obtaining elucidation and explanation from Haza- 
rika himself so as to decide the reasonable probabili- 
ty of the truth of his statement as made before the 
Magistrate, which Hazarika asserted before the enqui- 
ry officer to be involuntary, untrue, obtained by the 
police by torture and threat of torture, His questions 
to Hazarika were not with the flavour of any inquisi- 
tion but were directed only for ascertaining the rea- 
sonable probability of the truth 01 the plea that Haza- 
rika had taken before him in his defence to the 
charges in the domestic enquiry. Katyal first made 
his statement before the enquiry officer for the prose- 
cution representing. Nowgong branch of the bank as 
the then agent of the Bank. He only gave out the 
Incidents leading to fraud. He was not the agent of 
Nowgong branch in September 1381. At the relevant 
time the agent of Nowgong branch was S. Chatterjee. 
He had personal knowledge of the incidents upto cer- 
tain extent as to what happened in the Bank on 7th 
and 8th of September, 1981. Neither Katyal nor the 
Enquiry officer Barua had any concern with nor had 
any direct knowledge of any incident relating to the 
fraud that was perpetrated on the Nowgong branch 
of the bank on 7th and 8th September, 1961. From 
the materials in the documents that formed part of 
the domestic enquiry, both the enquiry officer and 
Katyal asked questions to Hazarika in the manner I 
have already discussed. All those documents have 
been exhibited in this proceeding as I have already 
noted. 


8. Now, in Associated Cement Company’s case, re- 
ported in 1963 n LLJ. P. 397, Enquiry officer 
saw the misconduct of a workman. So he 
had personal knowledge aibout the misconduct. 
Employer in that case did not lead evidence first but 
the enquiry commenced with a close examination by 
the enquiry officer of one of the workmen named 
Malak Ram. The enquiry officer himself being per- 
sonally conversant with the alleged misconduct of 
Malak Ram imported his personal knowledge in the 
questions put to him sounding as questions in cross- 
examination. So. their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court at page 400 of the Report observed, "It seems 
to us that it is not fair in a domestic enquiries against 
industrial employees that at the very commencement 
of the enquiry the employee should be closely cross- 
examined even before any other evidence is led 
against him”. The enquiry officer in that case cross- 
examined the employee as the prosecutor before the 
prosecutor led any evidence. That procedure violated 
the natural justice. In the case of Firestone Tyre 
and Rubber Co., Ltd. vs Their workmen, reported in 
1907 II LLJ, p. 715, referring to the case of Assiocuted 
Cement (supra) their Lordships observed that it can- 
not be an invariable rule of law in all cases that be- 
fore a delinquent is asked anything all the evidence 
against him must be recorded. The situation is diffe- 
rent when the acquisilon is based on a matter of 
record or on the facts admitted. In such a case it is 
permissible to draw attention of the delinquent to 
the evidence on record against him and which, if he 
cannot satisfactorily explain, must lead to a conclu- 
sion of guilt. It is however wise t oask the delinquent 
whether he would like to make a statement first or 
wait till the evidence is over but the failure to ques- 
tion him in this way does not ipso facto vitiate the 
enquiry unless prejudice is caused, In that case the 
delinquent had complained earlier that his version 
ought to have considered first before enquiry against 
him was ordered. That was exactly what was done 
by the enquiry officer in that case, In the present 
case before domestic proceedings acually commenced 
bv the enquiry officer, Katyal, Agent of Nowgong 
branch, on 30th May, 1963 vide Ex. M-ll framed two 
charges already set out above and called upon Haa- 
rik« to show cause why disciplinary action should not 


be taken against him on either or on both the charges 
and asked him to reply to the charges on or before 
27th May, 1963 so that the bank may thereafter take- 
such action against nim as would be deemed neces- 
sary. Hazarika replied to the charges on 24th May, 
J963. Hazarika wrote the following (vid e Ext 
M-3):— 

“Ref: Your Memo Nil dated 20th May, 1963: 

With reference to your Memo No. Nil dated the 
20th May, 1963, I beg to state that"! had been 
asked to submit my explanation regarding 
two charges mentioned In your above letter 
for departmental action against me. 

In the charge No. 2 you have referred to ctrtain 
admission alleged to have been made by me 
but I have not been able to understand from 
your letter which admission of mine you have 
referred to. Without further clarification it 
is difficult for me to submit ml explanation. 
If your letter refers to any statement of 
mine made tn any authority kindly supply 
me with a copy thereof. After personal of 
the same I shall be able to submit my expla- 
nation without delay. 

I therefore request you to kindly supply me with 
clearer details regarding the charges against 
me with a copy of statement, if any in your 
possession. Moreover with reference to 
charge No. 1 in your letter I beg to add that 
from your letter is not possible to under- 
stand as to what is the source of your Infor- 
mation that It came to my notice as early as 
the last week of August 1901 as attempt was 
being made to defraud the Bank in respect 
of Government bill for Rs. 18,550. 

Kindly supply me further clarification and de- 
tails on this point also. 

Soliciting an early reply *’ 

In reply to that letter of Hazarika, Katyal (wide Ex. 
M-4 dated 4th June, 1963) wrote back to Hazarika 
as follows: 


"GOVERNMENT ACCOUNT 

Payment of an alleged forged Government bill for 
Rs. 18,550. 

With reference to your letter dated the 24th May, 
1903, as the admission in question traces back 
to your own statement made before a magis- 
trate in connection with the case instituted 
against you, the question of any clarification 
in this regard does not arise. 

You are therefore called upon to submit your 

reply to the chargesheet forthwith " 

So, it was made clear to Hazarika that the charges 
against him arose out of and related to his statement 
made before the Magistrate on 16th September. 1901. 
On 0th June, 1963, vide Ex, M-5, Hazarika gave his 
explanation to the charges which reads as follows: 

"Re: Your Memo No, nil dated 4th June, 1903, 
andmemo no. Nil dated 20th May, 1903 

With reference to your Memo No. Nil dated the 
4th June, 1963, and Memo No. Nil dated the 
20th May, 1963, I beg to state that through 
the materials for basing the charges against 
me are not yet very clear and are vague still 
in obedience to your later memo, I beg to 
state as follows: 

1 . 1 was never negligent or derelict in my duty 
towardis my Employer i.e., Bank and nothing 
came to my knowledge on any date that any 
fraud was going to be perpetrated on the 
Bank by any designing persons, or that any 
body cheated the Bank in any manner by 
any false bill or otherwise. 

2 My statement before the Magistrate as has been 
referred to your letter was not legal nor true 
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or genuine and as such the learned commit- 
ting magistrate Sri U. N, Bhuyan” was pleas- 
ed to absolve me from ail liability even in the 
face of the statement after considering the 
same fully. 

3 My statement before the Magistrate was neither 
tree or voluntary and it was procured from 
me by the Police by threat and personal vio- 
lence. 

4. That I was kept in Illegal Police custody for a 
longer time than permitted by law and during 
all this time of wrongful detention I was re- 
peatedly influenced and tutored by Ihe police 
to make a statement before the Magistrate. 

b That I was taken in custody by the Police under 
handcuff directly to the Court from the Thana 
Lock-up and was produced before the Magis- 
trate by the same police who were all along 
with me. 

0 That I had no time to reflect and consider the 
consequences of tutored statement and m .he 
confusion of the moment and in my disturb- 
ed state of mind I made certain statements 
before the Magistrate which were not true but 
made in the hope of getting rid of police 
threat and further trouble* from the police. 

7 That under the above circumstances that the 
statement which X subsequently retracted in 
the court cannot legally made the basis of 
any action against me, without any further 
proof against me of which there Is none. 

a That during my six years of service I faith- 

fully and deligently did my duty and was 

never found lacking in my duty by any of 
my superior. Even now the interest of the 
Bank is always in my mind and I will never 
do anything which will any way affect the 
interest of the Bank. 

9 That 1 am an young man of 30 years of age 
and as I was never found derelict in my offi- 
cial duty and-as I am keen to serve the 
Bank to the satisfaction of my superior 1 
deserve no action against me on the basis of 
questionable and involuntary Statement 
alone. 

Under the above circumstances I pray that I may 
be fully absolved from the charges that has 
been drawn up against me. 

Soliciting an early reply.” 

So, upto 6th June, 1963 and thereafter when t e took 
uart in domestic proceedings Hazarlka knew that ti e 
?wo charges framed against him arose out of and related 
to his statement made on 16th Septemher l96l before 
the Magistrate which in his explanation. Ext M-6. was 
stated to be neither free nor voluntary, and procured 
from him by Police with threat of violence and personal 
violence™ He denied that he was negligent and denllrt- 
ed in the duties towards his employer the Bank. c 
stated that nothing came to his knowledge on any day 
that anv fraud was going to be perpetrated by any 
designed person or that anybody going to chear the 
bank in any manner by any false .bill _or otherwise^ He 
also stated that his statement before the Magistral- 
referred to in Katyal’s letter was not legal, nor true 
nor genune where for, the committing Magistrate 
Bhuyan was pleased to absolve him of all liabilities 
even in the face of the statement after considering 
them fully. He said in Ext. M5 that he had no time 
to reflect and consider the consequences of tutored 
statement and in confusion of the moment and in dis- 
torted state of mind he made certain statements before 
thu Magistrate which were not true and made in the 
hone of getting rid of police threat and further trouble 
iX the iS. He further stated in Ext MB that the 
statement which he subsequently retracted in the court 
could not legally be made the basis of any action 
against him without any further proof against him 
which there was none. So, the Bank while furnishing 


the chargesheet to Hazarika made it clear that the 
two charges levelled against him in the domestic Vn- 
quiry arose out of and related to his statement made 
before the Magistrate. In his reply to the charges he 
also made it clear that his statement before the Magis- 
trate was involuntary, tutored, false and was procured 
by the police by threat of violence, and by torture and 
that he retracted the statement before the Magistrate 
suosequently In Court and that upon the retracted state- 
ment of Bazarika which was involuntary, untrue, false 
and tutored by the police and obtained fc>y using force 
and violence and threat of violence could not be the basis 
of charges agalns thim in the domestic proceedings 
without further evidence. The Bank by Ex. M6 dated 
27th June, 1963 informed Hazarlka with reference to his 
explanation to the chargesheet that Sri T. P. Barua Offi- 
cer, State Bank of India, Shillong shall hold the domes- 
tic enquiry at 10 A.M. on Wednesday the 10th July,19G3 
in the agent’s room at Nowgong branch of the Bank. 
Hazarika was directed to present himself at the enquiry 
on the said date and time and place and adduce such 
evidence or produce such witnesses as he might bring 
with him in his defence, He was also directed to state 
his case at the enquiry either personally or through an 
official of the State Bank Staff Association or any other 
union of his choice. It was made clear in Ext. M6 that 
if Hazarika wishes to be represented by an Officer to 
the local Staff Association who is employed in Now- 
gong branch Of the Bank he should inform Mr. Katyal 
of ids name in good lime to permit of arrangements be- 
ing made for his release. In the last paragraph of Ext. 
M0 it was stated that if he did not appear at the domes- 
tic proceedings the case will be beard ex-parte. So, the 
domestic proceedings began on 10th July. 1903 and ter- 
minated on llth July, 1963. Hazarika during the conti- 
nuance of the domestic proceeding on llth July, 1963 
sometimes after 11 A.M. left the room where the pro- 
ceedings were being held saying "I will not participate 
in th e present enquiry.” Thereafter Sri Chatterjee, 
Staff Officer of the State Bank of India, Nowgong sub- 
mitted his written statement before the enquiry officer 
which was read and upon which the enquiry officer 
made searching questions to Chatterjee who was at the 
relevant time that means in September, 1961 the agent 
of Nowgong brunch. 

9. So, the charges levelled against Hazarlka und the 
domestic enquiry arose out of the matters In record. 
First Katyal made his statement. Then w'th reference 
to the two charges Hazarika made his statement. Then 
Hazarika was examined by the enquiry officer and was 
cross-examined by katyal on 10th and llth July , 1963. 
I have already observed that enquiry offlcer’3 questions 
to Hazarika arose out of the replies Hazarika gave with 
reference only to his statement made before the Magis- 
trate. Neither the enquiry officer Barua nor katyal 
asked any question to Hazarika beyond what he had 
stated before the Magistrate and also befor e the enquiry 
officer. After Hazarika made his statement before the 
enquiry officer the enquiry officer and Katyal then asked 
him questions. The charges and the domestic proceed- 
ings did not cover any matter beyond what Hazarika 
had stated in his statement befor e the Magistrate and 
the enquiry officer and in his reply to the questions of 
the enquiry officer and Katyal in the domestic proceed- 
ings. In the Central Bank of India vs Karunamoya, 
1987 II LLJ p. 739SC,, it has been laid down that If 
allegations are denied by the workman it is needless to 
state that burden of proving the truth of those allega- 
tions will be on the management. The witnesses called 
by the management must be allowed to be cross-examin- 
ed by the workman and the latter Is also to be given the 
opportunity to examine himself arid adduce any other 
evidence he might chose in support of his plea. But if 
the workman admits his fault, to insist upon the n ana- 
gement to let in evidence about the allegations will 
only be an empty formality. In such a case it will be 
open for the management to examine the workman him- 
self in the first intance so as t 0 enable him to offer any 
explanation for his conduct or to place before the 
management any circumstances which will mitigate the 
gravity of the offence. But even than the •tcamination 
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of- The workman should not savour of an Inquisition. 
In the present ease, as I have already observed, for the 
management Katyal deposed. Hazarika was present 
and did not cross-examine Katyal. The Hazarika made 
his statement and took his plea in defence to the 
charges. I emphasize on the words ‘took the plea in 
defence'. The charges against Hazarika would show as 
well as the letter of clarification t 0 the charges and 
Hazarika’s reply to the charges and his statement befor e 
the enquiry officer that the charges against him arose 
out of and related to his statement made on 16th Sep- 
tember, 1981 before the Magistrate which was jelied 
upon by the management as the basis of the charges 
against Hazarika. But Hazarika’s specific plea in 
defence to the charge was that th* statement made by 
him before the Magistrate on 16th September, 1961 was 
involuntary, tutored, untrue and was obtained by the 
police by physical torture and threat of violence. 
Management relied on Hazarika’s statement before the 
Magistrate as the basis of the two charges and it is 
Hazarika who took the plea that the basis of the 
charges upon his statement before the Magistrate was 
false, as his statement was Involuntary, tutored, untruo 
and was obtained by the police by threat of violence 
and by torture. Had the domestic enquiry been a 
criminal proceedings an accused workman has no 
burden to ehstablish his plea. If an accused person 
takes a plea in defence to charges of offence in a cri- 
minal trial In exoneration of the offences charges or in 
In mitigation of the offences, he is not required under 
the criminal law to establish hi* plea. He is simply 
to introduce circumstances in the evidence adduced by 
the prosecution which would lead to a reasonable pro- 
bability of his plea being true, even If it is not true. 
In such a situation, the burden will shift on to the 
prosecution which is required to establish all the ingre- 
dients of the offences charged by the evidence adduced 
on behalf of the prosecution beyond reasonable doubt 
and to show from the evidence and circumstances that 
the plea raised by the accused in defence w»s not only 
not reasonably probable but untrue. But in India General 
Navigation & Illy. Co., vs Their workmen, 1960 (III 
L.L.J. 13 at page 23 their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court held that It Is an error of law to find that the 
degree of proof of charges in a domestic enquiry Is the 
same as In a court of law. A domestic enquiry on 
charges of misconduct against an employee of an 
industry is not a criminal trial. It Is sul juris 
proceeding. Of course if allegations against the work- 
man are denied the management’s burden Is to establish 
the truth of those allegations upon preponderance of 
evidence showing a reasonable probability of the alle- 
gations being true. If the workman takes a plea 
against the charges levelled against hljn in a domestic 
enquiry he should be given an opportunity to examine 
himself and adduce any other evidence he might chose 
in support of his plea. That what their Lordships of 
the Supreme Court In Central Bank’s case was pleased 
to observe. At page 744 of the Report, 1967 II LLJ — 
Central Bank’s case — referring to Associated Cement 
Company's case, supra, their Lordships observed, “There 
it will be seen, that in that case when the workman 
concerned was totally denying the allegations made 
against him, it was the duty of the management io let 
in evidence Jn the first Instance to substantiate his 
allegations, and permit the workman to cross-examine 
those witnesses and als 0 permit him to let in' evidence 
in defence of his plea: and this Court emphasised that 
the normal rule to b P followed in such enquiries is as 
said above". I have already observed, it is the pLea 
in defence of Hazari Kathat although he made the state- 
ment on 16th September, 1961 before the Magistrate 
that was an involuntary and tutored statement, that 
was an untrue statement, that was caused to be made 
and procured by the police by torture and by threat 
of violence and that h e retracted the statement before 
the magistrate. This is the plea in defence in the 
domestic proceedings. Had the domestic proceedings 
been a criminal proceedings, the plea of the accused of 
not guilty would have been a comprenliensive defence 
which according to criminal jurisprudence does not cast 
any burden on the accuied to establish such pleas 


whereas the prosecution must on evidence establish 
each charge against the uccused by cogent and suffi- 
cient evidence beyond any reasonable doubt. But if in 
a domestic proceedings op charge of misconduct a 
workman raises a special plea in defence, tha burden 
certainly rests on him to Introduce some facts and 
circumstances that might raise a reasonable probability 
of his plea in defcnco to be true. The management in 
such a case is to establish by its own evidence the 
truth of each allegations against the workman, In the 
present case the plea in defence of Hazarika, as I have 
already observed, was to have been established by him 
by leading some evidence so that it could be found 
reasonably probable that his statement before the 
Magistrate was involuntary, tutored, untrue, retracted 
and was procured by police by threat of violence and 
by torture. Hazarika adduced no evidence except 
making hi$ own statement before the enquiring officer 
in the domestic proceedings and replying to questions 
asked by th e enquiry officer and Katyal in the manner 
and to the extent I have already discussed in extenno. 
In the case of Delhi 'Cloth & General Mills Company 
Ltd. vs Ganesh Dutta and others reported in 1972 X LL.I, 
p. 172, SC., their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
reviewing the principles laid down in the cases of 
Associated Cement Co., Central Bank of India and Fire 
Stone Tyre & Rubber Company (Supra) observed at 
page 178. The Tribunal is in error in holding that 
because the workmen were cross-examined, the enquiry 
proceedings are vitiated. When the workmen have 
examined witnesses on their behalf and gave statements 
there is no prohibition in law for the company cross- 
examining the workmen concerned regarding the state- 
ment made by them. A persual ef the enquiry pro- 
ceedings clearly shows that the company has only askod 
them questions regarding some of the matters referred 
to by the workmen in their statement.” Referring to 
the cases of Associated Cement Company, Central Bank 
and Fire Stone Tyre and Rubber Company supra, their 
Lordships further observed: "We were referred to the 
decisions of this Court (in those cases) as laying down 
the proposition that the workman against whom an 
enquiry for misconduct is being conducted, cannot be 
cross-examined. We are satisfied that none of the 
decisions referred to above, lay down any such pro- 
position". Therefore, Katyal representing the company 
had every right to cross-examine Hazarika on the state- 
ments he had mado before the Magistrate and before 
the Enquiry Officer since it was known to Hazurika that 
the two charges against him In the domestic proceed- 
ings arose out . of and related to hig statement on 16 th 
September, 1971 befor e the Magistrate. So, when he 
examined himself and took the plea that his statement 
before the Magistrate was involuntary, tutured, untrue 
and was procured by torture and by threat of violence 
by the police and that he retracted the statement before 
the Magistrate, he exposed himself to cross-examination 
on all th e points upoq which Katyal directed his ques- 
tions in cross-examination to Hazarika and for which 
he now gets the sanction of the Supreme Court decision 
referred to above. In Central Bank’s case supra the 
workman who made no sT-atejpent before the enquiry 
officer was subjected by the management to searching 
cross-examination of the workman in order to get 
support from the answers in cross-examination the 
allegations in the charge against the workman. That 
was condemned by their Lordship of the Supreme 
Court. But that is not the situation In the present case. 
In India General Navigation & Rly. Co. Ltd. vs Their 
workmen, 19G0-II-LLJ, 13, Enquiry Officer Royfleld 
examined witnesses for the management in the enquiry 
against two workmen Keayamat and Jahangir and the 
Supreme Court found the enquiry still then proper (See 
page 21 of the report). Katyal, as 1 have observed, 
was not jn the know of any of the incidents in Septem- 
ber, 1961 that resulted in the fraud perpetrated on the 
Bank on 7th and 8th September. 1961. Barua, the 
enquiry officer was also not in any way connected with 
or aware of any of the incidents that led to fraud that 
was perpetrated on the Bank on 7tli September, 1961 
and 8th September, 1961. So ; prosecutor Katyal was 
not a witness to any of the incidents relating to the 
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fraud, so also Barua. Katyal only framed charges and 
served the same on Hazarika and deposed as a witness 
on bare facts that came to his knowledge officially from 
official document and then cross-examined Hazarlka. 
He had taken no other part in t'n^ domestic proceedings. 
Katyal had. a legal right to cross, examine Hazarika and 
his cross-examination of Hazarika as recorded by the 
enquiry officer had been perfectly legal and justified in 
view of the current year's Supreme Court decision I 
have already quoted. The enquiry officer Barua as I 
find from the questions he had put to Hazarika and 
answers given by Hazarika was not, as urged by Mr. 
Choudhury, the learned Counsel for the uaton, obsessed 
with the idea that the statement made by Hazarika 
before the Magistrate was true and voluntary. The 
Bank considered the statement as containing only 
knowledge of Hazarika of certain facts and upon 
Hazarika’s own admission of his knowledge of certain 
facts the Bank framed two charges of misconduct. I 
asked Mr. Choudhury to point out irom the committing 
Magistrate’s order when Hazarika with other persons 
were placed before the Magistrate in the. commitment 
proceedings that the Magistrate considered Hazarhta’s 
statement made before another Magistrate on 18th 
September, 1961 as factually and legully a confessional 
statement and recorded that such statement was 
retracted by Hazarika before the Magistrate. Mere 
plea that the statement of Hazarika made on 16th Sep- 
tember, 1901 before the Magistrate was a confessional 
statement which was made Involuntarily, tutored 
untrue and was obtained by police by torture, and 
threat of violence, and was retracted by him in the 
commitment proceedings would not establish anything 
approaching to a reasonable probability of such plea 
in a domestic enquiry. The union filed the Magistrate’s 
order dated 24th August, 1962 — Annexure A to the 
union’s statement of case — discharging Hazarika but no 
other order from the Magistrates ordersheet was filed 
to show that Hazarika retracted his so-called confession 
before the committing Magistrate . on any date when he 
was placed in the commitment proceedings with the 
other co-accused before the Magistrate. The Govern- 
ment of Assam filed a Revlsional application against 
the order of Hazarika's discharge passed 24th August, 
1962 by the Magistrate which was dealt with by the 
Additional District Magistrate, Nowgong who commit- 
ted Hazarika to the court of Session for trial. The com- 
mitment order of th e learned Additional District Magis- 
trate in the Revlsional juridiction would clearly show 
that Hazarika’s statement before the Magistrate was 
considered to be self-exculpatory, and that upon that 
statement thp prosecution did not rely as a confessional 
statement. The learned Additional District Magistrate 
in his order, Ext. W-12, observed at page 4: “But lha 
entire case against this O. P. Is alleged to be based on 
circumstantial evidence before and immediately after 
the commission of the oneness of cheating . . I have gone 
through the records of the origlonal Case No. G. R, 1365 
of 1961 and also perused the case diary and considered 
the submissions of learned Counsel of both sides. As 
regards the implication of this Accused (O. P.) in the 
unnojy conspiracy, as pointed out earlier, there is no 
direct evidence except circumstantial. The main points 
urged by the learned Public Prosecutor in this revision 
case are — Th,s confessional Statements of the co-Accu- 
eed Mohan, Dimbeswar and Jonaram Laskar which had 
Implicated this Accused (O. P.) in the conspiracy facili- 
tating encashment of the forged bill and actual payment 
of thp amount to Accd, Jonararan Laskar, since convi- 
ted, (2) the deliberate conniyance which amounted to 
Indirect participation by this Accused (O. P.) in making 
room, for the forged bill amongst other Bills received 
from Treasury in the State Bank of India in a box 
under lock and key, with a covering list which did not 
show the forged bill in question, at the instance of his 
co-accused Mohan Nath and Dimbeswar, (3) the Accu- 
sed (O. P,i being an employee in. the State Bank of India 
could possibly and conveniently help in the transaction 
in question and lastly (4) his (O.P’s) conduct imme- 
diately after the successful encashment of the forged 
t ip m question when (O.P.) went to the R.R.O’s office 


the same day in the after noon at about 5 p.m. and 
met the Office Asstt. Shri Mohan Natn end conveyed 
about the successful encashment of the bill in question 
and so on." At page 6 of Ext. W-12 Ihe Additional Dis- 
trict Magistrate while coming to the merits of the casa_ 
against Hazarika in the revisional proceedings refeft 
ing to the argument of the learned Advocate lor Haza- 
rika observed: 

“He has also referred to the admission of the learn- 
ed Public Prosecutor of the fact that there Is 
virtually nothing in the evidence to connect 
the accused with the actual commission of the 
crime cheating Government of the amount, 
and that the so called confessional statement 
of the O.P. teas also self-exculpatory, and there- 
fore according to him (learned Advocate for 
O.P,) no value can be attached to such a state* 
roent so as to implicate the Accused (O.P.).” 

So, it is clear from the above observations that 
Hazarika’s own Advocate before the learned Magistrate 
admitted that his statement before the Magistrate oh 
16th September 1961 was self-exculpatory. If a so 
called confessional statement is itself tclf-excuipatory, 
it is not a confession at all. There can be no question 
of its retraction at any stage of any criminal proceec? 
ings nor can there be any question of it being involun- 
tary. tutored and obtained by police torture or by 
threat of police torture, Further, at page 7, Ext. W-12, 
the Additional District Magistrate observed that 
Hazarika’s advocate assumed that if Hazarika’s state- 
ment was a confession it required independent evidence 
for corroboration. The learned Magistrate observed that 
Hazarika’s statement was self-exculpatory as that dl 
some of his other co-accused already tried by the court 
of Sessions but he relied on certain peculiar circum- 
stances revealed In the statement of Hazarika during 
the entire period of the transaction till the time of his 
visiting the iR.R.O's office. The Additional District 
Magistrate relied on circumstances revealed In 
Hazarika’s entire statement not as confession but admis- 
sion. Then Hazarika wag committed for trial by the 
Court of Sessions on two charges, one under Section 120B 
of the Indian Penal Code and other under Sec. 420/109 
I.P.C. and was tried on these two charges before the 
Sessions Court vide Ext. W-TO and was acquitted on 
both the charges by the learned Sessions Judge c n 25th 
of March, 1960. It will not appear from the judgment 
of the learned Sessions Judge that the prosecution did 
rely on the statement of Hazarika made before the 
Magistrate on 16th September, 1061 either as confes- 
sion or admission and that the learned Sessions Judge 
did have any occasion to consider that statement either 
as confession or as admission. The learned Additional 
District Magistrate in the revlsional proceedings also 
did not consider the statement of Hazarika made on 
16th September, 1961 before the Magistrate as a con- 
fession and found it to be a self-exculpatory statement 
which only revealed certain circumstances that might 
have involved Hazarika In the oilence charged. So, the 
plea of Hazarika befor e the domestic proceedings was 
for the first time raised to the effect that his confes- 
sional statement before the Magistrate was involutary, 
tutored, untrue was obtained by the police by tor- 
ture and by threat of violence and that he retracted 
that statement before the first Committing Magistrate. 
To substantiate the reasonable probability of his plea 
before the enquiry officer in the domestic proceedings 
if the Union would have produced the certified copy 
of the Magisterial ordersheet under which the Magis- 
trate recorded that Hazarika made a statement retract- 
ing his so called confession alleging torture by police, 
the enquiry officer would have certainly bestowed his 
consideration on such a vital fact raised in defence 
by Hazarika. The union was required to file magis- 
terial ordersheet, if any, to show that th e alleged con- . 
fesslonal statement had been retracted by Hazarika. 
Matters in court records were known to Bank officials 
as well as to Hazarika and formed part of the domes- 
tic proceedings. The Magistrate’s order dated 24th 
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August 1902 (Union’s Annexure A) would show that 
he considered evidence recorded only against those 
accused whom he committed for trial and observed, 
“No case found against accused Profulla Hazarika’'. In 
a commitment proceeding a magistrate cannot overlook 
a confessional statement even if retracted before him as 
the weighing of evidential worth of a confessional state- 
ment lies entirely with the Sessions Court. So, Katyal 
and the Enquiry officer asked all those questions to 
Hazarika with the avowed purpose of elucidating whe- 
ther Hazarika made the statement on 10th September. 
1901 but nothing else. The statement made by Hazarika 
before ih P Magistrate on 16th September, 1961 as I have 
already stated, is not at at] a confessional statement. It 
is a deliberate statement which reveals that he had 
knowledge of the incidents leading to th P fraud upto 8th 
September, 1961. The enquiry officer must have felt 
.hat if the statement was tutored, as Hazarika alleged, 
he should gather from Hazarika facts as to how he rould 
know the details of the incidents stage to stage which 
led to the fraud on the Bank on 8th Sepember, 10961, if 
Hazarika had no direct knowledge of the design of the 
fraud, of some of the participants in the design of the 
fraud, and of the person who actually perpetrated the 
fraud i.e Jonaram alias Bipan Paul who came tq the 
Bank on 7th September, 1961, and on 8th September, 
1961 and got the bill encashed and took away the 
money. As an enquiry Officer, Barua was within his 
limits when he had asked questions to Hazarika to 
elucidate facts for consideration as to whether there 
was any reasonable probability of Hazarika’s plea as 
taken before him being true. On th s very answers 
given by Hazailka to enquiry officer’s questions Hazarika 
himself created room for the enquiry officer t 0 put 
further questions to Hazarika to bring out facts with 
a view to determine if Hazarika’s plea could be reason- 
ably probable. Therefore, th e enquiry officer did not 
violate anv principle of natural justice when he asked 
questions In Hazarika and Katyal did not also violate 
the principles of nutural justice when he also cross- 
examined Hazarika. 


retracted his so-called confession before the Magis- 
trate. But he said in answer to Katyal’s question “my 
previous statement was not legal, true or genuine. So 
I did not stick to my previous stetemnet and I did not 
take any advice from lawyer ay dates of case was 
changing day to day and the charge was framed in a 
date, and then Magistrate committed all accused to 
Session Court excepting me asking simply whether I 
was guilty or not and the lawyer made some arguments 
on behalf of me”. This statement of Hazarika and his 
statement in answer to Enquiry officer's question just 
referred to. made his plea of falsehood of his statement 
made before the Magistrate and its retraction, its in- 
voluntariness its taint with police violence and threat 
of violence patiently false. Katyal asked Hazarika if 
he made the statement to the Magistrate that one 
Mohan Nath, Officer of Relief Office went to his house 
In the last week of August, 1961 and talked about the 
loan bill of Rs. 18,550/-. Hazarika replied no, and 
added “I do not remember to have made such a state- 
ment. If I said it was due to the threat of personal 
violence qf police”. Katyal asked Hazarika, in his 
confessional statement he had once said that he turned 
out Mohan Nath and others by rebuking from his house 
and that they went away telling ‘we will see you 1 and 
he replied, ‘I care nothing and added if that portion of 
his statement also tutored by police or was his volun- 
tary statement? Enquiry officer recorded, “Cannot reply, 
looks black and states that he is not prepared to reply 
on anything which has no bearing on the chargesheet''. 
Katyal asked Hazarika, "At on P stage you had once 
said in your confessional statement that on the 7th 
September. 1901 you went home with the permission 
of the then Agent at about 3 O’clock and Bipin Paul 
came to your house at 3-30 p.m. who Informed you that 
Brojen Borthakur had refused payment of the bill. 
Was this portion of the statement voluntary o r tutored 
and do you now recollect that you had actually taken 
permission from the then Agent to leave office or had 
left office without permission? Hazarika said ‘‘the 
query Is beyond the scope of the Chargesheet” Katyal 
asked Hazarika, 


10. Now. let us see why Hazarika left the domestic 
enquiry sometime after 11 a.m. on 11th July, 1963. The 
Enquiry Officer asked Hazarika when he consulted his 
lawyer. He said that when he was released from jail 
custody on bail he consulted a lawyer and that when 
the case was sent upto the court In usual manner he 
retracted his previous statement. There is no record of 
magisterial proceeding to show that Hazarika retracted 
'before the magistrate the so-called confession. Enquiry 
officer, therefore, rightly asked whether he retracted 
tils statement after legal consultations. He said, Yes. 
This answer as well as tfi p previous answer are not a 
whit of truth. Enquiry officer asked Hazarika how he 
could give such an elaborate story about the case in his 
statement with details of expression indicating his joy 
at the hope of getting a share o? Rs. 8.000/- and further 
asked Hazarika to explain his statement. Hazarika 
replied that he made the statement before Magistrate 
under tb P Influence of the Police and that his state- 
ment was procured by police by threat of personal 
violence, and that he made the statement to get rid of 
the police. This answer is far from truth. The enquiry 
officer reminded Hazarika that he made the statement 
before the Magistrate and not before th P Police and 
that the Magistrate was there to protect him against 
the police, In reply Hazarika said that he bad no time 
to reflect and consider the consequences of tutored 
statement, and in confusion of the moment and in dis- 
turbed state of mind he made certain statement which 
were not true but made in the hop P of getting rid of 
the police threat and further trouble from the police. 
The enquiry officer asked Hazarika why he evaded 
answer 1o specific questions. Hazarika said that he 
had nothing to add. Katyal asked Hazarika why he did 
no+ prefer to stick to his previous statement made be- 
fore the Magistrate and if he wa s under the influence 
of his lawyer. Hazarika forgot that he had stated be- 
fore the Enquiry officer that under legal advice ha 


Sri Katyal,— You have further stated In your con- 
fessional statement that Mohan Nath requested 
you very much for this payment of Rs. 18,550 
In question and you had told him that if he 
was so much in need he could have approach- 
ed the Agent who could give him the pay- 
ment on identification. Is this expression true, 
genuine and free from any influence or it is 
otherwise? 


Sri Hazarika.— For the reply of this question, pleaae 
refer to the answer of charge No. 2 of the 
Chargesheet given on me. 


Sri Katyal. — You have further stated that on the 
7th September, 1961. Bipin Paul approached the 
Agent at 11 O’clock and the Ag?nt on seeing 
the authority directed him to the Khazanchee 
for the verification of the signature. The Kha- 
zanchee asked for the bill from Sri Brojel Bor- 
thakur. On that date, there was heavy rush of 
work and Borthakur could not hand over this 
to Khazanchee. At about 3 O’clock Bipin 
Paul, requested tbe Agent to make payment of 
the Bill and in reply the Agent told “please 
come tomorrow.” Bipin Paul on 8th September, 
1961 at about U or 10.30 a.m. went to the Bank 
Hnd requested the Khazanchee for making pay- 
ment of the bill, then Khazanchee took the bill 
from Borthakur and verified the signature and 
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returned the bill to Brojen Borthakur, who Is- 
sued a Bank token to Bipin Paul, The bill was 
subsquently entered in the Scroll and passed 
for payment. Bipin Paul, probably at about 
1.30p.m. received the payment. Is this portion 
tutored or voluntary? 

Sri Hazarlka. — This Is a tutored statement. 

Sri Katyal. — You have further said that the record 
book of specimen signature was In possession of 
Sri Brojen Borthakur. You were adjacent to 
him and according to your knowledge, the sig- 
nature of the drawing officer Shrl C. Barman 
was not verified and was presumed as genuine. 
How could you know all these details, when 
you were working on different desk? 

Sri Hazarlka. — I am unable to reply. 

Sri Katyal.— You have further submitted in your 
statement that after the bill was paid It was 
stamped with “paid in cash” and after cancel- 
ling the signature of the treasury officer It was 
sent to the duftry for stitching, duly agreed the 
Bank and the treasury tokens, by the cashier, 
the Bank tokens were kept In the Bank and the 
treasury tokens were returned to the treasury. 
The treasury box, was in the office and was to 
be locked up. Now the question arises, as >i 
clerk working at the desk other than Govern- 
ment. how you were posted with the develop- 
ments at each steps? 

Sri Hazarlka. — This usual procedure was known 
to me since I have been working in the Bank 
for the last 6 years and s 0 I could narrate the 
system to the Magistrate in the statement. 

Enquiry Officer. — So apparently it was you who 
made the statement and not tutored by others? 

Sri Katyal.— You further submitted that on the 8th 
September 1901, you met Mohan Nath after 
going to R. R. O. (Relief & Rehabilitation 
Office) at about 6p. . and had said to Mohan 
Nath that the bill was paid out. Mohan Nath, 
told you that Paul did not go to him and then 
you returned. Now the question is how the 
police or any other person could be benefltted 
out of this statement which you say was a 
tutored one? 

Shri Hazarlka.— I cannot reply. 

Hazarlka took a false plea. Firstly, he characterised 

his statement before the Magistrate made on lflth 
September, 1901, was a confessional statement and that 
it was Involuntary and that he made the statement 
being tortured by the police and under police threat 
Secondly— he retracted the statement before the magis- 
trate. Excepting his word of mouth there was no 
scrap of paper which however he could have produced, 
had there been any to support from such paper for his 
plea. On being questioned by Katyal particularly and 
Enquiry officer, Hazarlka indulged In blatant falsehood 
and he could see through his position. On the next 
day the enquiry officer asked Hazarlka: 

Enquiry Officer. — Shri Hazarlka, you have sato 
previously that you being an employee with six 
years standing you could narrate to the Maglt- 
trate the details of the procedure in regal’d to 
the payment of the bill in question. Yes, I 
admit that the usual routine procedure, in 
regard to the payment of a Government hill 
could be possible for you to narrate. I do not 
however understand as to how you could 
narrate the procedure In respect of the parti- 
cular bill in question. "Nor can I understand 
how could police suggest to you or tutor you 
to slate so much in detail in regard to the pay- 
ment of the bill. Will you please clarify the 
position? 


Shri Hazarlka. — That may be my recollection. 

Enquiry Officer. — So, apparently no body suggested 
thus to you but you had narrated it from your 
own recollection voluntarily? 

Shri Hazarlka. — I cannot face thig enquiry. 

Why Hazarlka said that he could qot face the enquiry 
in reply to Enquiry Officer’s question. The Enquiry 
officer gave out that he did not however understand is 
to how Hazarlka could narrate before the Magistrate 
the procedure in respect of the particular bill in ques- 
tion in detail. The Enquiry Officer’s further question 
to Hazarlka was that he could not understand how 
could Police suggest to Hazarlka or tutor Hazarlka to 
state so much in specific detail in regard to the payment 
of the particular bill in question. For elucidating facts 
relating to this portion of Hazarika’s statement the 
enquiry officer asked Hazarlka to clarify the position, 
Hazarlka said that from his recollection he made Ibflt 
statement. Enquiry Officer had to out to Hazarlka that 
apparently nobody suggested to make that statement 
but he narrated it from his own recollection voluntarily. 
When this question was put to Hazarika, he said i 
cannot face this enquiry”. Tly, reason there for is 
clear. All the incidents occuring at stage to stage 
relating to the particular bill that was dealt with in the 
Bank on the 7th and 8th of September, 1961 were 
meticulously stated by Hazarika, Howovor could he 
remember the particular way In which the particular 
bill was dealt with by Borthakur, Khazanchee, Agent, 
Cashier and who else not. He explained that that part 
of the statement was spoken out by him from his recol- 
lection. One cannot recollect a matter unless he heard 
the matter or saw the matter and noticed the same 
■whilp happening in his presence. By making that state- 
ment and other statement to which I have referred 
Hazarika found that his position was such that he 
was making himself Involved In th e charges inextricably 
by his own statements made before the onquiry officer. 
So, he took plea that he was not lrj a position to 
face the enquiry and that Is the reason why he left 
the enquiry. In Imperial Tobacco Co. Ltd. vi The 
workmen, 1901 (II) L.L.J., 414 SC., It has been derided 
that even if the employees withdraw from the domestic 
proceeding the Enquiry officer must complete the 
enquiry ex-p arte and submit the report. His plea if 
his plea was of any substance, he could have brought 
evidence simply by producing the Magistrate’s certified 
copy of order sheet when In the commitment proceed- 
ings he had taken active part through' a buyer defend- 
ing him and he was discharged by the Magistrate. 
Taking the statement made by Hazarika on 10th Sep 
tember, 1961 before the Magistrate into consideration 
no commlting Magistrate would find that the statement 
contained anything but knowledge of certain criminal 
incidents. Hazarlka had knowledge of a design of gome 
persons of whom he knew some by name, who were 
attempting to forge a bill and get the bill cashed from 
the Nowgong branch of the Bank cheating the bank and 
causing loss to the tune of iRs. 18,600/ to the Bank. 
Knowledge of a design to commit on offence and of com- 
mission of an ofienCf, as that with which the accused 
persons were charged as also Hazarlka is not commis- 
sion of an offence itself. Knowledge of commission of 
some offence under S&c. 4A of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure casts upon tine kHOWbr .a duty to Inform the 
police or the Magistrate. But the offence that came to 
the knowledge of Hazarlka do not come under Sec. 44 
Cr. P. C. The facts which Hazarlka knew and deposed 
to were as that certain persons were making a conspi- 
racy to force a Government bill and to encash that bill 
by committing fraud on the Nowgong branch 1 . Hi# state- 
ment before the Magistrate on 16th September, 1961, 
does not contain any winner upon which he could be 
implicated either with enn'piracy under Sec. 120B 
I. P. C. or with forger'”’’f '-aluable document under 
Sec, 467 I. P.C. or with cheating under Sec. 420 read 
with Section 109 of the T P C were standing before the 
domestic proceeding that his statement was a confes- 
sional statement and that If was obtained by the police 
By toture, violence and threat of violence and that the 
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statement was tutored and untrue would not establish 
his plea in the domestic proceeding when in support of 
this plea he could have and should have brought certi- 
fied copies of the magistrate’s Court records. A con- 
fession if it Is to be retracted In the commitment pro- 
ceedings must be retracted at the earliest opportunity. 
If police had tortured and threatened Hazarika with 
tortured, Hazarika had ample opportunity to present 
himself before the Magistrate while he was under 
ball in the commitment proceedings, and he could 
have made a statement before the Magistrate corn- 
pelaining against police regarding his making of 
the statement before the Magistrate on 
10th September, 1961 and the Magistrate^ would 
certainly have had recorded Hazarika’s state- 
ment made before him regarding his alleged confessio- 
nal statement. It can reasonably he presumed unless 
established to the contrary that as the statement Itself 
was not at all a confessional statement. lher e could be 
n 0 occasion for Hazarika to make any statement before 
the Magistrate by way of retraction of that statement 
Hazarika bad hig lawyer to defend him In the commit- 
ment proceedings. The order of the learned Additional 
District Magistrate In the revlslonal proceedings against 
Hazarika would clearly show that not only Hazurikn’s 
lawyer but the Public Prosecutor could not accent and 
act on the statement of Hazarika made before the Magl-s 

trate on 18th September. 1901 as a confessional state- 
ment, When in the domestic enquiry, Hazarika took 
his plea, and in answering the questions put to him he 
made his position himself so uncomfortable making him 
Inextricably involved In the charges levelled against him 
in the domestic proceedings, he devised a wayout saying 
that he could no further face the enquiry and left the 
enoulry. After Hazarika left the enquiry on 11th July. 
1903 the written statement of Chatterjec the then Staff 
officer of Nowgong branch of the Bank which he had 
read --ut before the enquiry officer was placed in record 
and the enquiry officer had put searching questions 1 to 
fbntterloe. He then held the enquiry cB-parte and that 
according to law. In his enquiry report, he dealt with 
Chatterlee's statement making adverse comments agai- 
nst Chatter lee imputing in him utter negligence In the 
performance of his duties. Upon consideration of the 
materials on record, I do not find that any principal of 
properly and In consonance with the principles 
natural justice had been violated by the Enquiry officer 
in the ennuiry proceedings which was conducted fairly, 
of natural iustice. The enquiry officer was neither 
biased nor obsessed with any Idea adverse to the em- 
ployee. 

11. Paragravh 4(d) of th„ Union’s s tatemevt of 
case: — The finding In the report Is perverse and not 
based on any evidence. It also reflects the bias and 
obsession of the enquiry officer. Mr. 
Choudhurv. the learned Counsel argued only on the 
question of perversitv in the finding of the enquiry 
officer. He submitted that the finding was not based 
on any evidence and that upon the evidence in record 
no reasonable man could have come to the conclusion 
that the charges acainst Hazarika were established, 
Mr. Choudhurv submitted that against Hazarika there 
was onlv his confessional statement made before the 
Magistrate nn 1 flth September. 1901 which was involun- 
tary. tutored untrue and was obtained by the police by 
torture and throat, of torture, and that the statement 
Was retracted before th P Magistrate. Therefore, there 
was no othev evidence In the domestic proceedings upon 
which the enquirv officer could hold Hazarika guilty of 
misconduct nn hoih the charges, Mr. Choudhurv fur- 
ther submitted that the enoulry officer thought that 
when Hazarika made a statement which' was a con- 
fessional statement before the Magistrate on 18th Sep- 
tember, 1901 there could he no scope for his retracting 
such confession, and to take the plea that the confession 
was involuntary, tutored, untrue and obtained by 
torture and threat of torture b v the police. Mr. 
Choudhurv’s submission could not Impress me at all. 
The statement made by Hazarika on 16th Sentember,, 
1901, as T have alreadv indicated, was not at all a con- 
fessional statement. Hazarika did not establish by 
filing the certified copy of the Magistral ^ order shfpi{ 


in the first commitment proceedings and by proving 
the same before th P enquiry officer that he had to 
retract his so called confessional statement. The order 
of Additional District Magistrate while committing 
Hazarika to the Court of Sessions would show that 
Hazarika’s own Advocate stated before the Additional 
District Magistrate that his statement before the Magis- 
trate on 10th September, 1901 was self-exculpatory and 
the learned Public Prosecutor also stated so. It Is also 
indisputable that the Sessions Judge who tried Hazarika 
bad no occasion to mention the so called confessional 
statement in his judgment. If there Is a confessional 
statement and if It is retracted the Magistrate must 
leave it t p the Sessions Judge to decide its evidential 
value If and when prosecution sekes to rely on such 
statement at the Sessions trial. Annexure A to tne 
statement of the Union’s case which is part of the record 
of the present proceedings was examined by me. There 
the Magistrate Bhuiyan on 24lh August. 1902 while 
committing Atul Bora and five others to the Court of 
Sessions and discbargelng Hazarika only recorded this 
much. “No case is found against accd. Prafulla 
Hazarika. Hence, he is discharged U/s. 2O7A(0) 
Cr.P.C,’’. The learned Magistrate who discharged 
Hazarika on 24th August 1902 perused all the docu- 
ments. This implies that the perused the statement of 
Hazarika made befor e the Magistrate on 16th September, 
1981 and considered that document as self-exculpatory 
document. Therefore, he found no evidence within the 
scope of Section 2O7A(0) and (7) Cr.P.C. and recorded 
that there was n 0 case against Hazarika while dis- 
charging him under Section 207A(G) of the Cr.P.C. The 
Magisterial order that means the Committing Magis- 
trate’s Order dated 24th August, 1962, Annexur e A" to 
the statement of Union’s case, and the Additional Dis- 
trict Magistrate’s revisional Order, Ext. W-12, would 
show that the statement of Hazarika made before the 
Magistrate on 16th September, 1961 was not a whit of 
a statement that could be considered as a confessional 
statement of an accused person. 

Therefore the plea that Hazarika took before the En- 
quiry Officer that he retracted his confession and that 
the confession was obtained by police torture and 
threat of violence and was untrue- and torture could 
not be established as reasonably probable before the 
Enquiry officer. It is not stated in para 4(d) of the 
statement of case filed by the union how the finding 
of the Enquiry officer reflects bias and obsession in 
him. Only because Sri Barua was an officer of the 
Shillong branch of the State Bank of India and was 
in the pay of the State Bank of India, he could not 
be on that ground stigmatised as biased and obsessed 
with the idea that Hazarika should be found guilty of 
the two charges because he made a confessional state- 
ment on 16th September, 1981 before the Magistrate. 
In the case of J. S. Mody vs. The State of Bombay 
(Gujarat State) reported in 1962 II LLJ 507, a Govern- 
ment employee was proceeded in a departmental en- 
quiry resulting his dismissal for making defamatory 
aspersions against Revenue Minister of the State. 
There the employee In a suit for declaration that his 
dismissal was wrongful made a ground that the En- 
quiry officer, being a subordinate to the Revenue 
Minister, was biased against the dismissed employee. 
Referring to the decision of their Lordships of the 
Supreme Court in Maniklal vs. Prem Chand, reDorted 
in AIR 1937 SC„ page 425 at page 429 the Hon’ble 
judges of Gujarat High Court considered the question 
whether simply because the allegations related to al- 
leged aspersion made against Revenue Minister. It 
could be said that the Collector of Bnroda was biaspd 
against the dismissed employee. Their Lordships ob- 
served “The Collector of Baroda would not be biased 
against the appellant if he was not satisfied that the 
appellant made such aspersions. The question before 
the Collector was whether the appellant had in fact 
made such aspersions. It Is therefore difficult to hold 
that on this question that the Collector of Baroda was 
prejudiced against the appellant” In Its statement of 
case the Union in paragraph 4(d) contends that the 
findings of the Enquiry officer in the report is per- 
verse i.e. not based on any evidence, and that it also 
reflects the bias and obsession of the enquiry officer. 
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So, the question will be whether in fact, Hazarika made 
the statement on 16th September, 1961 before the 
Magistrate which statement could not be a confession 
and as such there could have been no occasion for 
ihh Police f» torture Hazarlka to g^t his statement 
tutored as he made on 16th SeplenibCi', 1961 bdfdFe 
the Magistrate. Hazarlka was required to establish his 
plea in defence as taken before the enquiry officer that 
his statement made before the Magistrate on 16th 
September, 1961 was a Confession of his participation 
ill tha Oiienda?, committed by him arid. By ,0 other per- 
sons irt conspiracy, with which he and his co-acCuSed 
were charged and were placed ih the 'commitment 
proceedings before the Magistrate on 24th August. 
1962, when he alone was discharged by the Magistrate 
observing that there was no case against Hazarika. 
If he could establish that his statement before the 
Magistrate on 16th September. 1961 was a confession and 
that he retracted the said confession before the Magis- 
trate by producing certified copies of the order sheet 
of the Magistrate before the enquiry officer, then it 
could be rcvrnably probable that the confession made 
by him wo- probably obtained by police by tutoring 
and by threat violence and by violence. The Magis- 
trate who discharged Hazarika found that his state- 
ment was not a confession. Hazarlka did not produce 
before the enquiry officer certified copy of the magis- 
fecial order sheet frorn the date of initiation of the 
commitment proceedings against him till 24th August, 
3902 when he was discharged by the Magistrate under 
Sec. 207A(6) of the Cr. P.C. So, he could not establish 
his plea in defence which according to the Supreme 
Court decision which I have already considered and 
referred to above he was required to establish. 


12. The two charges against Hazarlka which ho had 
to face in the domestic proceedings arose out of and 
related to his statement and statement only made 
befor° the Magistrate on 16th September, 196b The 
said statement, as I have already pointed out, was 
found ’ V the Public Prosecutor as well as by Hazarika s 
own n-ivncate and also by the learned Addl. District 
Magislrnte in the revlsional proceedings as self-excul- 
patory and as such could not be a confession and as 
auch > ther» could no occasion for him to retract 
his self styled so called confession. He said before the 
enquiry officer that under the Instructions of his law- 
ver he retracted the confession before the Magistrate 
that means his statement made before the Magistrate 
on ieTh September. 1961. He could have produced the 
certified copy of the magisterial order before the en 
quiry officer to establish such a plea which he was 
required by law to establish, 

13 Ext M-l, the so called confessional statement be 
now 'analysed: In the first part of his statement Haza- 
rika Bays: 

‘“^hri Mohan Nath was the Nazir of Nowgonc 
HeSef Office. In the last week of August 
last, he went to my house. On going to nj 
house, he called me out and said that the 
(Mohan by namel got a loan bill for Rs. 18,5o 
which was passed by the Treasury 'n ^avou 
of a person named Bipin Paul, I told a 
as Token system was now-a-days brought into 
force the hill must have to be sent 
through Treasury Box. Then he answered that 
there was Inconvenience to send It through the 
Treasury Officer. So. if I could put It through 
the file then the man could get payment, then 
heconldgive me Rs. 3,000 (three thousand! 
Then I answered that T could not do this and 
Should not attempt it. On the next dav. Mohan 
N a th Dimboswar Nath and Bipin Pa 1 ■ 

o-fme went to m.V house. They repeated me 
thn mme thing I turned them off by rebut 
Ing. Thev went away telling “we will see you 
I replied "I care nothing . 

knowing the fact stated v offence under an-" 

He only 


dame ttf know of a decision of some criminals front 
one Mohan wllo were attempting to defraud fhe bank. 
The knowledge of (fie likelihood of a possible com- 
mission of an offence by certain persons is no OifenoU, 
Section 44 of the Code of Criminal Procedure oasts a 
burden to the public to give information of the aware- 
neSs of the commission of or of the intention at any 
person to commit any offence punishable under certain 
sections of the Indian Penal Code which docs not in- 
clude the offences With which Hazarika was placed 
in the commitment proceedings before the Magistrate 
and discharged by him on 24th August, 1962, The 
next part of the statement of Hazarika, said to be his 
alleged Confessional statement is: 

“On the 6th September, 1 saw Bipln Paul and 
Mohan Nath again In the Bank. On that day, 
Bipin Paul presented Treasury Token No. 87o 
to Bank's clerk, Shri Brojen Borthakur anil 
Shri Brojen Borthakur refused payment on 
the ground that the endorsement of Bipln Paul 
did not agree with that of the endorsement 
on the authority on that day, I went home 
with the permission of the Agent at about 
.3 O'clock. Bipin Paul came to my house at 
about 3.30 O’clock. When I asked Bipln Paul 
who showed my house, he replied that Dlmbe- 
swar Nath showed it and also told me that 
Brojen Borthakur refused the payment. So, 
I was requested to help Bipin Paul and to ex- 
change thereof Bipin Paul would pay me 
Rs. 3,000 (three thousand rupees). I told that 
if your bill was a genuine one, then why you 
were ready to bribe me so much. Then he 
answered that he would have to purchase one 
Rice Mill and the money was urgently neces- 
sary. On that day, Mohan Nath came and 
requested me very much. I told that if you 
were so much in need you could approach the 
Agent and could give you the payment by 
identification.”. 

No part of this statement involves Hazarika in any of 
the offences for which he was placed In the commit- 
ment proceedings and discharged by the Magistrate on 
24th August, 1962. The third part of the statement 
of Hazarlka said to be his alleged confessional state- 
ment is as follows: 

“On 7th September, 1961 Blpin Paul by name ap- 
proached the Agent at about It O’clock. At 
that time, the Agent on seeing the authority, 
directed him to the Khazancbee for verifica- 
tion of the signature. Then Khazanchee Taba 
Dev Goswaml asked for the bill from Shri 
Brojen Borthakur. On that day. as there was 
heavy rush in work Borthakur could rot hnndt 
over the bill to the Khazanchee. On that, “th- 
at about 3 O’clock Bipin Paul requested the- 
Aaent to make payment of the bill It could 
not be within September. Then the Agent 
said “Come to-morrow. I shall give you to- 
morrow”. 

This part of the statement does not involve Hazarika 
in the commission of any offence for which he was 

-'’""d in commitment proceedings and was dbr’ 

°d hv Magistrate. That nart of the statement, shows 
that on 7th September, 1961 Bipln Paul (Jouaram 
accused convicted) approached the agent at 11 O’l’l'-'-k 
and showed the agent the authority, slip. A^nt dlrec'-- 
ed him to Khazanchee for verfiratinn of Bl"ln Paul’s, 
signature. Then Khazanchee T.aba Dev Ooswnml ;wk- 
ed for the hill from B r oien Borthakur. On that dnv 
fberp was heavy rush in work. Borthakur could not 
hand over the bill to Khazanchee. At about 3 O'clock 
Binln Paul requested the agent to make ppvmenl of' 
fh- ’dll. Tt could not he within September. Then th° 
directlv or indirectlv in the act done bv Binln Paul. 
Borthakur and the Agent on 7th Sentemh=r, 1961 res- 
ncpri asked Btnin Paul to come "ext day whpn he 
would civ° the mnnev. Each nart of th“ statement 
-hows that Hazarika knew the facts. No part, of the 
statement points to Hazarika’s participation either 
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Actively. It is indisputable that Hazarika kept him- 
self very much in awareness as to what was passing 
over the bill between Bipin Paul and agent as well as 
between Bipin Puul and Brojen Borthakur. The fourth 
part of the statement of Hazarika said to be his con- 
fessional statement is: 

“On 8th September, 1961 at about 11 or 10.30 O’clock 
Bipin Paul went to the Bunk and requested 
the Khazanchee (Head Cashier) lor makiiig 
payment of the bill. The Head Cashier (Khu- 
zanchce) asked for making payment of bill. 
The Head Casnier (Khazanchee) asked tor the 
Bill from Brojen Borthakur. Then Borthakur 
handed over the bill to the Khazanchee. The 
Khazanchee verified the signature. A Bank 
Token was issued to Bipin Paul. Tim Khazan- 
chee returned the bill to Borthakur and Bor- 
thakur entered it in the Scroll and pul up to 
the Agent for payment order. The Agent 
passed payment order and sent to Cash depart- 
ment for payment. Probably at about 1.30 
O'clock Bipin Paul received the payment.” 

No part of the statement involves Hazarika in the com- 
mission of any oilence for which he was placed for 
commitment and discharged by the Magistrate as ob- 
served above. He however, kept himself In complete 
awareness of the steps that were being taken by Bipln 
Paul, Khuzancheo meaning the Head-cashier, Brojen 
Borthakur and the Agent in passing of the bill, issue 
of Bank token to Bipln Paul, return of the bill after 
verification of signature of Bipin Paul thereon by 
Khazanchee to Borthakur, Borthakur’s entering the 
bill In the Scroll and his putting It up before the agent 
for payment order, agent’s passing payment order and 
his sending the bill to Cash department for payment 
and payment at 1 .30 O’clock of the entire sum of 
Rs. 18,550 to Bipln Paul. The statement does not in 
any way indicate that Hazarlku took part in any of 
those acts at the Bank on ath September, 1901. He 
was silent and vigilent spectator of what was happen- 
ing in the Bank over the bill on 8th September, 1901 
ending in the payment to Bipin Paul on the bill at 
about 1.30 O’clock of 8th September, 1901 a sum of 
Rs. 18,550. The 5th part of the statement of 
Hazarika is: 

‘•The record book of Specimen signature was in 
possession of Borthakur. I was udjucent to 
him. According to my knowledge, the sig- 
nature of the Drawing Officer, C. Barman was 
not verified. It was presumed as genuine, but 
the signature of Bipin Paul was taken and 
Borthakur verliled with that on the authority. 
On verification, the dis-similarity of Bipin 
Paul’s signature was detected. Again the sig- 
nature of Bipin Paul was taken and veri- 
fied. But Drawing Officer or Dugda Goswami's 
signature was not probably suspected. Ac- 
cording to the words of the Khazanchee, Shri 
Borthakur entered in the Bank’s schroll and 
the Agent passed the payment order. In the Cosh 
Department, Someswar Bczborua paid the bill. 
At first, on receipt of the bills from the Trea- 
sury, the bills of above Rs. 500 were delivered 
to Borthakur and of b’elow Rs. 500 to the Cash 
Department. On seeing the Treasury Advice, 
Accountant Singh compared the bills, I could 
not say if this bill was compared by Singh 
or any body else with the Treasury Advice. But 
the payment could not be made without com- 
parison. So, It was compared or overlooked 
through over .sight.” 

This part of the statement similarly does not Involve 
Hazarika in the commission of any of the offences for 
which he was placed in the commitment proceedings 
and was discharged by the Magistrate as already 
observed. It cannot be deniel that he was sitting 
adjacent to Borthakur and what he noted, were; (1) 
record book of specimen singuature was in the posses- 
sion of Borthakur; (2) the signature Drawing officer 
Shti Barmen who not verified; (3) signature of Bipin 
Paul was taken and Borthakur verified It with the 
authority; (4) on verification a dis-similarity of Bipin 


Paul’s signature was detected; (5) signature of Bipin 
Paui was taken and then verified; * (6) Borthakur 
entered in the Bank’s scroll; (7) agent passed the 
payment order; (8) in the cash deportment Someswar 
Bezborua paid the bill; (9) on receipt of the bill from 
the Treasury the bills above Rs. 500 were delivered 
to Borthakur, bills below Rs. 500 to Cash department; 
(1) seeing th e Treasury advice, the Accountant Singh 
compared the bills. Each of these statements indicate 
that Hazarika was very much aware of all that 
occured regarding the verification of signature of 
Bipin Paul before the bill was passed and payment 
was made. But no part of the statement by any 
stretch of imagination could involve Hazarika "in the 
commission of any of the offences for which he was 
placed in the commitment proceedings and was dis- 
charged by the Magistrate. Each part of the state- 
ment only indicates his complete awareness of what 
had happened on 8th September, 1981 in the bank 
regarding the passing of the bill, verification of 
signature of Bipin Paul and payment of money on th e. 
bill to Bipin Paul. The sixth part of the statement 
is : 


“After the bill was paid, it was stamped with 
‘PAID IN CASH’ and after cancelling the 
signature of the Treasury Officer, it was sent 
to the Duftry for stitching. Duly agreed the 
Bank and the Treasury Tokens by the cashier, 
the Bank Tokens were kept in the Bank and 
the treasury tokens returned back to the 
Treasury. The Treasury box was in the office 
and was to be locked up. But generally the 
duftry did it. On 8th September, 1961 or 9th 
September, 1981 who closed the treasury box 
or under whose order, I could not say. On 
9th September, 1981 this bill and token No. 
870 were sent into the Treasury box and the 
Khazanchee told me that the Treasury Officer 
signed on the Pass Book. The Treasury Staff 
could say how the token and the bill were 
out or who took those away from the Trea- 
sury. 


This part of the statement, as I have already observed, 
does not in any manner involve Hazarika in the 
commission of any of the offences for which he was 
placed in the commitment proceeding and was dis- 
charged by the Magistrate. As I have already observ- 
ed, each part of tne statement in this part only 
Indicates complete awareness of Hazarika of what the 
Bank officials did in dealing with the bill and the 
steps taken after payment was made on the bill. The 
7th part of the statement of Hazarika is : 

“On 8th September, 1961, I not Mohan Nath after 
going to the R.R.O. Office at about 5 O’clock. 
Then I said to Mohan Nath that your bill 
was paid off. Then Mohan Nath told me that 
Paul did not yet go to me. Then I returned 
back, Near the municipality office, I met to- 
day Dimbeswar Nath. Dimbeswar Nath 
asked me if the man received the payment. 
I replied, the man received the payment at 
about 1.30 O'clock. Then Dimbeswar Nath 
told that the man was not yet met with. After 
that there was o challenge in words between 
Mohan Nath and Dimbeswar Nath. Then 
Mohan said “You cannot digest alone”. Then 
I told Mohan Nath that Bipin Paul's money 
was received by Bipin Paul, and why there 
would be a disagreement among you? Then 
Mohan Nath told, that you did Snow nothing; 
the whole ring was in my hand; I asked the 
reason, Then Mohan Nath said that this was 
not a genuine bill. This was a forged one. 
When asked who prepared the bill, it was 
said that Atul Bora an employee of the Seri- 
culture Farm prepared it and Bmm Paul was 
his partner. Dimbeswar forged signature 
of the D.C., and the Treasury Officer. Then 
I said "If I tell your name, then ?”. Then 
Mohan Nath replied “Do not tell anybody. I 
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will give you three thousand .rupees”. Then 
I told, well, Oh: the bill was paid. I would 
make no trouble, let me have my share of 
Rs. 3000, But they did not give me a single 
pice. Still I did not disclose those words, on 
the ground that they mgith entange me.” 

This part of the statement does not in any manner 
involve Hazarika in the commission of the offence for 
which he was placed in the commitment proceedings 
and was discharged. On 8th September, 1961 he met 
Mohan and Dlmbeswar Nath. He had conversation 
with Mohan Slid Dimbeswar. He went to Relief and 
Rehabilitation office, saw Mohan and informed him 
that the bill had been paid off. He met Dimbeswar 
on his way back from Mohan near municipal office 
and told him that Bipin Paul had received payment 
at 1.30 O’clock. Dimbeswar and Mohan fell out over 
the distribution of the booty in the presence of Haza- 
rika. Mohan gave out that the bill was not a genuine 
bill, it was a forged bill. One Atul Bora of Sericul- 
ture Farm Prepared it and Bipin Paul was his partner. 
Bora forged the signature of D.C. and the Treasury 
officer, Upto this the statement of Hazarika is that he 
was aware of certain facts relating to the offences 
clearly Indicates that he did not participate in the 
commission of the offence or any part of the offence 
for which he was placed for commitment and dis- 
charged by the Magistrate as already observed. 
Hazarika threatened Mohan that he would divulge 
the whole matter. Mohan asked him not to tell any- 
thing to anybody as he would give Hazarika Rs. 3,000. 
Hazarika then told Mohan that as the bill was paid, 
he would not raise any trouble but he would like to 
got Rs. 3,000 but Mohan never paid him the money. 
This part of the statement of Hazarika does not also 
involve him in any manner In the commission of any 
of the offences for which he was placed for commit- 
ment proceedings and was discharged by the Magis- 
trate. The last part of the statement Of Hazarika is, 
‘‘But suddenly the Police arrested and escorted 
me last night. I could recognise the man 
named Bipin Paul if I saw him. After this, I 
know nothing more. The bill might be in the 
Treasury Box or otherwise how Borthakur 
could get it." 

It is very signature to note that he gave an explana- 
tion how the bill could be received by Borthakur had 
it not been in the Treasury box. Considering the 
entire statement upon analysis as I have made, I find 
that no part of any of the statements made by Haza- 
rika on 16th September. 1961 before the Magistrate on 
any stretch of imagination can be considered to be a 
confessional statement as understood in criminal juris- 
prudence. He demanded his prize of Rs. 3000 from 
Mohan but never got it. He explained the presence 
of bill In the Treasury box or else how it could be 
received by Borthakur. These two statements do not 
in any way Involve him In the commission of any 
offence under Indian Penal Code. The rest of the 
entire statement gives out his knowledge or complete 
awareness that some persons such as Dimbeswar, 
Bipin Paul, Mohan and Atul Bora had entered Into a 
conspiracy to forge a government bill of Rs. 18,550 and 
got it encashed at Nowgong branch and that the design 
came to his knowledge in the last week of August, 
1901 from Mohan Nath. He was in complete aware- 
ness from 6th to 8th September; 1981 that those 
persons not only forged the bill m a conspiracy but 
had defrauded the Bank on the forged bill to the 
extent of Rs. 18,550. But nowhere Hazarika made any 
statement that could in any way involve him in the 
commission of any offence punishable under the Indian 
Penal Code. The statement therefore could never be 
a confessional statement, was never a confessional 
statement, and was never considered by the Magistrate 
and the Additional District Magistrate and the Ses- 
sions Judge as a confessional statement, The plea 
which Hazarika took regarding the statement before 
the Enquiry Officer was fundamentally false. 

14. Now the first charge, Ext. M-2, against Hazarika 
In the domestic proceedings arises out of and relates 


to his statement made before the Magistrate.^ The 
first part of the charge, as I have already analysed 
with reference to each part of his statement, clearly 
makes out that Hazarika had knowledge in the last 
week of August, 1961 that an attempt was being made 
to defraud the Bank in respect of a Government bill 
of (Rs. 18,550. The next part of charge No. (1) is that 
he failed to bring the fact to the notice of the authori- 
ties. From his statement it is clear that he knew of 
the design. From the judgment of the Sessions Judge 
and the High Court, It Is clear that the bill was held 
forged and the Bank was defrauded, The High Court 
of Assam, vide Ex, M-24, found that the confession ot 
Mohan Nath before the Magistrate regarding the cons- 
piracy under Section 120B of the Indian Evidence Act 
was inadmissible in evidence and their Lordships 
observed that the statement of Tie accuse! tnat means 
of Mohan made after his arrest cannot 'it used for 
proving conspiracy and such statement cannot be 
accepted as confessions of any conspiracy. Their Lord- 
ships of the High Court then considered v “ether the 
confession could be considered in regard to any other 
offence. Regarding Mohan’s statement that he gave 
two hill forms to Dimbeswar to say that he wanted to 
forge some. . . .constitute an abehnent of forgery. Their 
Lordships observed that Mohan admitted that he gave 
the bill to one Hazarika who was an employee ot the 
Stale Bank at the request of Dimbeswar. T'heir Lord- 
ships observed that that statement constituted an abet- 
ment of using a forged document and that Mohan's 
statement amounted to confession of abetement of the 
two offences. Dimbeswar’s confession regarding his 
putting treasury seal on the bill brought by Bipin 
Paul itself constituted abatement of forgery and 
amounted to confession of abatement of forgery but 
their Lordships said “that the above accused could be 
found guilty of abatement if only Dim- 
beswar was found guilty of forgery and 

of using u forged document”. Examining Dim- 

beswar's confession their Lordslups observed that the 
trial court correctly rejectod It as the confession of 
Dimbeswar was not voluntary. Dimbeswar refused to 
confess anything on 16th September, 1961, He was taken 
back t 0 the police custody and brought for confession 
on 17th September, 1961. Regarding the confessional 
statement of accused Mohan and Jonaram (alias Bipin 
Paul) In whiclk Dimbeswar wag Implicated, ‘heir Lord- 
ships observed that those were all retra ted ar.d had 
practically no valu e against co-accused although they 
were admissible as evidence against Jonaram under 
Section 30 of the Evidence Act. Jonaram alias Bipin 
Paul’s confession was considered. What part he played 
was corroborated by employees of the Bank. Jonaram 
appeared before the Agent Chatterjee ag Bipin Paul 
and talked in Bengali. He requested encashment of the 
bill on 7th' September. 1961. But the transaction was 
closed by then that day. he Agent Chatterjee asked 
him to come next day. Jonaram appeared next day and 
complained that the Government bill payment clerk was 
not passing th e bill. The agent called FW-14 Brojen 
Borthakur and asked what was happening Brojen 
Borthakur said that perhaps the signature obtained by 
him did not tally with his attested signature and 
Jonaram refused to give any other signature. The 
Agent then referred the matter to the Head cashier. 
After the some time the bill and the authority cam e to 
the agent who found that they were verified by the 
Head cashier and found alright. So, he gave payment 
orders. Brojen Borthakur said that he obtained the 
signature of the accused and found that it did not tally 
with the attested signature. He asked to put another 
signature but the accused refused. So, he refused to 
pay the bill and the accused went to the Agent. P.W. 
15, Lab Dev Goswami corroborated that he was directed 
to verify the signature of the accused with his attested 
signature. He asked the accused to put his signature 
on the authority slip. He found that the signature 
tallied with the attested signature and he made over the 
bill and authority slip to Brojen Borthakur, the bill was 
paid on 8th September, 1961. Identification parrade 
was held and call the above witnesses identified 
Jonaram as the person who talked to them poring as 
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Bipki Paul, Thus the confessional statement of accused 
Jonflram was fully corroborated by evidence which itself 
was sufficient to support its conviction as well as for 
■suing a forged document. (Page 98-97 — Ext. 24, Assam 
High Court’s Judgement). I now find Jonaram’s i.e, 
Bipin Paul’s confession fully corroborates the statement 
Of Hazarika as to what he saw in the Bank on7th Sep- 
tember, 1961 and 8th September, 1981. There can be no 
escape from such conclusion in view of the Hon’ble 
Assam High Court’s iudgment. Mohan, Upen and Dim- 
beswar were acquitted by the High Court at Assam but 
Jonaram who used the forged bill as genuine and took 
payment under the bill and Atul Borah who forged the 
bill were found guilty by their Lordships of thp Assam 
High Court and their conviction and sentence were up- 
held (page 99-Ext. M-24). The High Court at Assam 
passed its judgment on 27th November, 1965. In the 
domestic proceedings in appeal this judgment formed 
part of the record. Bipin Paul’s confession fully corro- 
borates the statement of Hazarika made on 16th Sep- 
tember, 1961 relating to incidents of 7th September, 
1961 and 8th September, 1981 in the Nowgong branch 
of the Bank. What Jonaram alias Bipin Paul did in the 
Bant on 7th September, 1961 and 8th September, 1961 
and what as he confessed fully coroborates the state- 
ment of Hazarika made before the Magistrate on 16th 
September. 196i only about his knowledge of acts done 
by Bipin Paul, Agent, Brojen Borthakur, Cashier 
(Khazanchee) on 7th September, 1981 and 8th Septem- 
ber, 1961 relating to the bill and the passing of the bill, 
verification of signature of Bipin Paul and payment of 
Bs. 18,550 to Blpin Paul by the bank’s cashier. 
Hazarika could know all these only because he sat 
adjacent to Borthakur in the counter of the Bank and 
kept himself very much aware as t 0 what Bipin Paul 
was doing on those two days as well as the employee 
of the Bank regarding passing of th e bill and payment 
on the bill. Now, assuming that b.v torture or threat 
of torture police obtained the statement from Hazarika 
on 16th September, 1981 and as such the statement was 
Involuntary though it was not a confession, Hazarika 
was arrested in the evening of 15th September, 1961 by 
the police. He was placed before the Magistrate on 
16th September, 1961 for recording his confession Magis- 
trate recorded his confession. Then he was taken to 
where it is not known. He was bailed out and met his 
lawyer. The information to the Police was lodged on 
15th September, 1961 at about 6-30 p.m. The Police 
immediately arrested Atual Bora on suspicion, page 30. 
Ext. M-25. On the evening of 15th September, 1961 
Hazarika was' also arrested, Atul was at Babljoa. He 
was arrested at 7-45 p.m. H e gave certain information 
to police and police then went to Jamuguri to arrest 
some other accused. Police was trying all the time 
from the evening of 15th September, 1981 for recovery 
of the amount and recovered large part of the amount 
from several persons. At page 42. Ext. M-24, the 
learned Session Judge while dealing with Atual Bora 
observed. I should like to say that the fact that police 
wiVit to the shop of accused Atul Bora In the morning 
of 16th September, 1961 goes to support the recovery 
on th e basis of the information supplied by the accused 
Atul Bora. Police arrested Atul Bora in the evening 
and throughout the whole night police remained moving 
fmjn Bebljoa to thana and then from thann to Jamuguri 
via Bebejia and from Jamuguri to Dakhlnpat via 
Bebejia and lastly to thana. If in thp course of all 
these police activities, police hatf suspected that some 
monev would be recovered from the shop of accused 
Atul Bora there would have been a search in the shop 
In .that very night. Atul, Eora was not 

tortured by the police nor he made any confession 
although it is he who gave information as to where the 
money was lying. The Hon’ble High Couri at Assam 
at page 11 of its judgment. Ex. M-24, dealt with 

Jonaram alias Bipln Paul’s confession and Bipin Paul’s 
alias .Tonaram’s confession was held by their Ixndships 
of the High Court as voluntary, true and unaffected bv 
any police torture or threat of police torture. Jonaram 
said as their Lordships observed at page 11 of Ext. M-24. 
on 6th or 7th September he, meaning Jonaram, went to 
one Borthakur with 6 tQ^Pb being token No. 870 given 


by Dimbeswar and he asked Borthakur for th 0 bill. 
He then signed the bill. His signature in the bill thus 
put and his signature on the authority slip did not 
tally. So Hazarika advised him to come next day aa It 
was too late for that day and meet the agent. He was 
advised to talk in Bengali with the Agent. Next day 
Jonaram came and met the Agent and told l\hn. “Sir 
this bill of mine has not been passed. PleaSf; look into 
Ihe matter". The Agent asked the Head Cashier to 
enquire into it, The Head Cashier asked Jonaram to 
give a signature and he signed in English as Bipln Paul. 
After that he was given a token of the Bank. He came 
with the token to Haiborkaon and met Dimbeswar and 
informed him that the Bank issued a token. Dimbes- 
war asked him to hurry up and draw the amount. So, 
be went to the Bank and drew Rs. 18,550. Their 
Lordships found that this part of the confession was 
fully corroborated by the evidence coming from Bank 
employee Borthakur and the Agent and the Cashier. 
Therefore, Hazarika's statement which he claimed to be 
n confessional statement but which was never a con- 
fessional statement is corroborated by the confessional 
statement of Jonaram alias Bipln Paul, so far as 
Hazarika’s knowledge of the incidents on 7th Septem- 
ber. 1961 and 8th September, 1961 in the Bank relating 
to the bill in question is concerned and part taken by 
Jonaram alias Bipin Paul in the entire transaction In 
the Bank, Therefore, the entire statement of Hazarika 
made before the Magistrate on 16th September, 1961 Is 
only a statement of his awareness of 
design and commission of offence com- 

mencing from last week of August, 1901 to this effect 
that some criminals were up for defrauding the 
Nowgong branch of the State Bank by getting a forged 
Government bill to the extent of Rs. 18,550 cashed at 
rip Bank and that Jonaram alias Bipin Paul cashed that 
bill on 8th September. 1961. He had knowledge on 
7th September, 1901 and 8th September, 1961 that a 
Government bill which be knew In the last, week of 
August, 1961 to be false and forged was to be cashed 
in the Bank for an amount of Rs. 18,550 and had been 
cashed and that Mohan, Dimbeswar, Atul Borah, 
Jonaram alias Bipin Paul and others were involved. 
Jonaram alias Bipin Paul and Atul Borah were convict- 
ed and sentenced whose conviction and sentences were 
upheld by the Hon’b] e High Court at Assam. Jonaram’s 
confessional statement which was found to be voluntary 
and true corroborate the statement made by Hazarika 
on 16th September. 1961 so far as his knowledge of the 
design from the last week of August, 1901 and fructi- 
fication of such design on 61h September. 1961 goes 
Nothing more. The enquiry officer In bis report relied 
on this statement of Hazarika made before the Magis- 
trate on 16th September, 1961 out of which and In 
relation to which the two charges against him were 
framed in the domestic proceedings. I have observed 
that the two charges against Hazarika in the domestic 
proceedings arose out of the matters in record. Katyal 
and Chatterjce only made formal statements. Chatterjee 
had certain direct knowledge of the incident of 7th 
September, 1 961 and 8th September, 1961 but Katyal 
bad none. The enquiry report, is Ext. M-7. Referring 
to Hazarika’s statement made before the Magistrate 
beginning from the word. 

“Shrl Mohan Nath was the Nazir of Nowgong 
Refugee office. In the last week of August last, 
be went to my house. On going to my house, 
he called me out and said that he (Mohan by 
name! got a loan hill for Rs. 18.550 which was 
passed bv the Treasury in favour of u person 
named BJpIn Paul. I told that as Token System 
was now-a-days brought into force, the bill 
must have to be sent through Treasury Box. 
Then he answered that there was inconvenience 
to send it through the Treasury Officer. So, 
if T could nut it through the file, then the man 
could got payment, earlier. He also told me 
that if I could arrange to make payment, then 
he could give me Rs. 5,000 (three thousand). 
Then 1 answered that I could not do this and 
should n it attempt It. On the next day Mohan 
Nath Dimbeswar Nath and Blpin Paul by name 
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went to my house. They repeated me the same 
thing. I turned them off by rebuking. They 
went away telling “we will see you”. I replied 
“I care nothing”. — 

the enquiry officer considered Hazarika’s that statement 
made before him and as recorded by him. Enquiry 
officer observed referring to Hazarika’s that part of the 
statement as I have just quoted, that Shri Hazarika had 
the knowledge that a fraud was being attempted at the 
Branch as early as in the last week of August, 1961. 
It. cannot be admitted, considering the experience and 
service of Shri Hazarika that he could not know the 
implication of Shri Mohan Nath’s visit to his house in 
the last week of August 1961. He knew the implica- 
tions well, but had acted in a most irresponsible 
manner, by not bringing the facts to the notice of his 
superiors which is clear, because had he brought the 
facts to the notice of the Agent, at the material time 
definitely the ill-fated bill in question would not have 
been passed by him knowing its background. So the 
charge No. (i) that Sri Hazarika had the previous know- 
ledge of the crime and that he did not bring the facts 
to the notice of his superiors, stands proved. On the 
charge No. (ii) the enquiry officer relied on the state- 
ment of Hazarika beginning from, 

— “On 8th September, 1961 I met Mohan Nath after 
going to the iR.-R.O. Office at about 5 O’clock. 
Then I said to Mohan Nath that your bill was 
paid off. Then Mohan Nath told me that Paul 
did not yet go to me. Then I returned back. 
Near the muncipality office, I met today 
Dimbeswar Nath. Dimbeswar Nath asked me 
if the man received the oayment., I replied 
the man received th P payment at about 1-30 
O'clock. Then Dimbeswar Nath told that the 
man was not yet met with. After that there 
was a challenge in words between Mohan Nath 
and Dimbeswar Nath. Then Mohan said “You 
cannot digest alone”. Then I told Mohan Nath 
that Bipin Paul’s money was received by Bipin 
Paul, and why there would be a disagreement 
among you then Mohan Nath told that you did 
know nothing; the whole ring was in my hand. 
I asked the reason. Then Mohan Nath said 
that this was not a genuine bill. This was a 
forged one. When asked who prepared the bill, 
it was said that Atual Bora an employee of the 
Sericulture Farm prepared it and Bipin Paul 
was his partner. Dimbeswar forged the 
signatuers of the D.C. and the Treasury Officer. 
Then I said “If T tell vou name, then?” The 
Mohan Nath replied “Do not tell anybody. I 
will give you three thousand rupees”. Then I 
told, well.Oh the bill was paid. I would 
mak P no trouble, let me have my share of 
Rs. 3,000. But they did not give me a single 
pice. Still I did not disclose those words, on 
the ground that they might entangle me.” 

The enquiry officer observed in his report, 

“From the foregoing, it is clear that although Shri 
Hazarika knew on the dayitself, that a fraud 
had been perpetrated at his Branch on 8th Sep- 
tember, 1961, he did not bring it to the notice 
of the authority, rather, he was designing to 
e*jov_ a share of the defrauded amount, in 
question, and hence this charge also stands 
admitted and proved.” 

Then he considered whether the statement which the 
Inquiry officer considered to be as confessional state- 
ment made by Hazarika was voluntary or tutored, since 
it had been, acocrding to the Enquiry officer, retracted 
by Hazarika. I have observed already and found, that 
the statement made by Hazarika on 16th September. 
1961 is not a whit of a confessional statement, and that 
brought no easily available material before the 
Enquire officer except his own statement that his 
tutored eonfesMonal statement was retracted and that 
it was obtained by police by threat of violence and by 
violence nnd torture. I have already found that the 


Magistrate who discharged Hazarika did not consider 
his statement at all as a confessional statement, or as 
that a confessional statement, that was retracted. The 
Additional District Magistrate found as well as 
Hazarika’s lawyer in the revisional proceedings that the 
statement of Hazarika made before the Magistrate was 
a self-exculpatory statement and was not a confessional 
statement. Thp. learned Sessions Judge who tried 
Hazarika had not at ail considered his so called con- 
fessional statement as the prosecution did not place it 
as an evidence before the Sessions Judge. Jonaram’s 
confessional statement implicating Hazarika was found 
to be confessional, voluntary and true by the Hon’ble 
Judges of Hon’ble High Court at Assam. However, the 
enquiry officer in his own way found that the alleged 
confessional statement of Hazarika was really confes- 
sional, but true voluntary and untained bv any police 
torture and his statement itself proved that he had the 
knowledge as imputed to him in the two charges. So, 
he found Hazarika guilty of the two charges. I could 
persuade myself to accept that Hazarika’s statement 
was a confessional statement, and that the statement 
had been retracted before the Committing Magistrate 
and that it had been tutored and induced by the police 
torture and threat of polic P torture. I could not have 
then agreed with the findings of the enquiry officer. 
Enquiry officer rightly found that the statement made 
by Hazarika was a true and voluntary statement, and 
that his own statement before the enquiry officer and 
the circumstances revealed in his statement before the 
Magistrate left no room for conjecturing that Hazarika 
knew from last week of August 1961 about the criminal 
design and k#ew on 7th September, 1961 and 8th Sep- 
tember, 1961 that the design Had fructified, and that the 
bant had been defrauded, but still he did not bring to 
the notice of the authorities of what he knew. Such a 
failure on his part was a “grav P misconduct” under 
Sastry award. So, the union’s point i.e. paragraph 4(d) 
in the statement of case that the enquiry officer’s find- 
ing was reflucting a bias and obsession has in my view, 
no legs to stand upon. 

15. As regards perversity of the finding of the enquiry 
officer, what is required to be investigated in to by this 
Tribunal is whether on the materials before the enquiry 
officer any reasonable man could come to the conclusion 
at which the enquiry officer had arrived at on the two 
charges against Hazarika. I have analysed the 
materials before the Enquiry officer which was in his 
own way considered by the enquiry officer. The 
materials which the enquiry officer considered in his 
report, would permit any reasonable man to come to the 
conclusion to which he had arrived at regarding the 
guilty of “gross misconduct” of Hazarika on the two 
charges levelled against him in the domestic proceed- 
ings. Therefore, there is substance in the ground 
4(d) of th P union. The ground 4(c) of the union in the 
statement of ease is that the whole finding of the 
enquiry officer is based on retracted confession. I peed 
not dialate on this point. I have analysed the state- 
ment. I have found that the statemnt is not at all a 
confessional statement. Th e statement is only an 

admission of Hazarika’s knowledge of a design o f some 
criminals beginning from ln>d week of August 1961 
and also his knowledge on 7th Scofember. 1961 and 
8th September. 1961 that som-' of the criminals in 
pursuance of the design fructified the design by com- 
mitting fraud mi 7b r Bank. The entire 

statement made by Hazarika on 16th Sep- 

tember, 1961 before the Magistrate or analysis 
^-clnoi ip any way indicate that it was hi« confession 
xt ,1, 2* an y offences punishable under the Indian 
ce.nql Code. It was only a statement of his admission 
or specific knoweldge of certain facts which I have fullv 
niscussed e.arlier in. this award. Therefore, the ground 
7 vr°' ru? no substance. I have already observed that 
iir. C-n-judhurv did not press grounds No. (a) and (b). 

.considering the grounds 4(c). '(d). (e) and (f) in the 
s -jCCrnont of case of (he Union upon which Mr 
-houdhury the learned Counsel for the Union made 
and elaborate arguments. T find that the union failed 
wo establish any of those grounds and that the enquiry 
officer came to a right conclusion against Hazarika 
■upon the materials before him. The enquiry officer 
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observed the rule s of natural justice. Hazarika could 
not face the enquiry and left the enquiry because in the 
course of the enquiry he had to admit that he made the 
statement and that also voluntarily. He could not 
establish his plea that his statement was 
involuntary, tutored and untrue and was obtained by 
torture by the police. His plea was required by law 
to be established in the manner I have already observed 
but he failed to do so. If Hazarika did not make his 
statement before the enquiry officer the enquiry officer 
would not have been instilled to put all those questions 
as he had put to Hazarika. Only for elucidation of 
facts lor determination of the reasonable probability of 
any truth In the statement of Hazarika as made before 
the enquiry officer, the enquiry officer had to put ques- 
tions to Hazarika which he is by law entitled. He did 
not put an Y question to Hazarika that did not relate 
to Hazariaa's statement made before the Magistrate and 
before the enquiry officer. As Hazarika made his state- 
ment before the enquiry officer, he placed himself under 
the law also for examination which was conducted by 
Katyal as a prosecutor for the Bank. Neither Katyal 
nor Barua had any direct knowledge of any of the 
incidents relating to the charges levelled against 
Hazarika. His llndings in the enquiry report against 
Hazarika on the tw 0 charges by th e enquiry officer were 
based on materials in the record of the proceedings of 
the domestic enquiry considered by him and are not 
tainted with any perversity or bias or obsession. The 
union never made any case of mala fide or victimisation 
or unfair labour practice against the Bank. The 
enquiry officer did not violate th e rules of natural justice 
in the enquiry proceedings. So, I cannot, therefore, 
interfere with the findings of the enquiry officer. 

16. In paragraph 5 of the statement of case the union 
states that the appellate authority did not apply its 
mind at all. Hazartka’s memorandum of appeal against 
the order of termination of his service is Ext. M -16 and 
the appeul judgment is Ext. M-17. I have considered 
both th e documents. Mr. Choudhury submitted that the 
judgment passed by the Sessions Court acquitting 
Hazarika that was tiled before the appellate officer was 
not at all considered. If the appellate officer would 
have considered the judgment of the Sessions Judge 
acquitting Hazarika he would have offended against 
paragraph 505 of Sastry award i.e. the relevant portion 
of paragraph 505 of Sastry award which I have already 
quoted and discussed. The two charges levelled against 
Hazarika in thp domestic proceedings do not cover any 
element of the offences with which he was charged, 
tried and acquitted by the Session Judge. The two 
charges clearly relate to HuZarika’s acts constituting 
violation of paragraph 521, sub-para 4 claus e (j) of 
Sastry Award and the domestic enquiry on two such 
charges Is authorised by paragraph 505 of Sastry Award 
no matter that Hazarika was acquitted of the criminal 
charges by the Sessions Judge. I have already discussed 
this aspect of the matter at tb e beginning of my deci- 
sion. I need not repeat it. The two charges dearly 
show that he had knowledge of a criminal design in the 
last week of August, 1901 that some criminals were 
likoly to attempt A fraud on the Bank regarding a 
Government bill of Rs. 18,550, artd that he had the 
knowledge on 7th September, 1961 and 8th September, 
1961 that the bank had ’been defrauded In respect of a 
government bill to the extent of Rs. 18,550. Knowing 
all these facts he did not bring those facts to the notice 
of the authorities of the Bank and his failure to bring 
those facts to the notice of the authority amounts to 
acts that were prejudicial to the interest of the Bank 
coming within grave misconduct”. So, the appellate 
authority was required to decide whether on the 
materials that came before the enquiry officer and 
considered by him, his findings were justified, and 
whether upon his findings the termination of Hazarlka’s 
service could be legally supported, I have gone through 
the appellate judgment and I have no reason to differ 
from the conclusion to which the appellate authority 
had arrived at. So, the union’s statement of case In 
paragraph 5 as argued by Mr. Choudhury has no 
substance. 


17, It was argued by Mr. Choudhury that if Hazarika 
could not be reinstated, which he should be, he should 
get adequate compensation. I cannot accept ilia argu- 
ment. 11 l would have found that the domestic enquiry 
was such that could not be on facts and law supported 
on the principles established by their Lordship of the 
Supreme Court in several decisions which I need not 
discuss nere, a question would then have arisen as to 
whether Hazarika, a bank clerk whose services has been 
terminated by the Bank that had lost first and confi- 
dence m his integrity and honesty should, Instead of 
being reinstated to his post, be given adequate com- 
pensation. The Bank held a lawlul domestic enquiry 
and found Hazarika guilty of two charges which, 
amounted to gross misconduct within paragraph 
521(4)0,) of the Sastry award. The domestic proceed- 
ings against Hazarika was initiated and conducted 
following directions of the Sastry award in paragraph 
521(9) and (10). In paragraph 505 of the Sastry award 
the relevant portion of which I havo already quoted 
needs quoting her e to emphasize my conclusion which 
reads as follows : 

"..The acquittal should not be lightly chaUanged 
by departmental enquiries for disciplinary 
action unless the bank management feels that 
there lias been such a gross violation of the 
departmental rules as to necessitate a further 
enquiry in the interests of the institution on 
matters other than those in respect of which he 
has been already acquitted, if after the depart- 
mental enquiry the management still feels that 
the employee cannot continue hi its service it 
can terminate his services only on payment of 
three months’ salary and allowances In lieu of 
notice.” 


Now, after tiie departmental enquiry the management 
found that in the interest of the bank on matters other 
than those in respect of which Hazarika had been 
aireudy acquitted, his services should be terminated. 
Accordingly, Hazarika can claim only three months' 
salury and allowance in lieu of notice. As after a 
lawful domestic enquiry, the Bank lor its own interest 
found that it was no longer safe to retain the services 
of Hazarika in the Bank and guve him three months’ 
salary and allowances while terminated his services 
without notice, its action is justified in viow of the 
relevant portion of para 505 of Sastry award quoted 
above read with paragraph 521 (4) (j) and (9) and (10) 
of the said award. Even if it is assumed that the entire 
domestic enquiry was thoroughly illegal th e question 
will be whether reinstatement or compensation that 
could be granted t 0 Hazarika. The relevant portion of 
paragraph 505 of Sastry award directs that if acquitted 
of a criminal charge, a bank employee can still be pro- 
ceeded with departmentally in regard to certain matters 
which are not involved in the elements of the offences 
charged in regard to which an employee was acquitted, 
and that the authorities of the bant after departmental 
enquiry still found that in the interest of the bank it 
was not safe to continue the services of the employee 
in the bank, the bank is entitled under the directions of 
the Sastry award to terminate the services of the bank 
employee on payment of 3 months' salary and alowancea 
in heu of notice. I have already found that the depart- 
mental proceedings had been thoroughly legal and 
according to the principals of natural justice. It was 
never alleged by the union that the bank’s action to 
terminating the services of Hazarika was mala fide or 
it was a case of victimisation or It was a case of unfair 
labour practice. The union’s case was that the enquiry 
officer was biased and obsessed, and perverse In his 
finding, and violated the principles of natural Justice. 

I have found against the union’s contention on all those 
points, Law Is now well defined by a' catina of their 
lordships’ decisions in the Supreme Court, case* viz. 
(1) Ruby General Insurance Co., vs Chopra, 1970-L-’ 
LL.T-63; (2) Hinduslhan Steel vs A. K. Roy, 1970-i-LLJ- 
228; (3) Paint ole Tea Estate vs The workmen, 1971-1- 
LLJ-233; (4) M/s. Francies Klein Co. (P) Ltd., vs Their 
workmen and anothers, 1971-II-LLJ-615; (5) The Work 
men of Sudder Office, Gannanore and The Management 
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of Sudder Office and another, 1971-1I-LLJ-G20., that 
when an employee is holding a position of trust and 
confidence and his services are terminated either by 
dismissal or discharge and the management thinks that 
he could not be reinstated for th e interest of the 
concern, having had lost in him the trust and confidence, 
the affected employee can at best get compensation but 
not reinstatement, In the present case, in my view 
reinstatement is out "of question. As regards compen- 
sation. Hazarika may be paid two years’ salary at the 
monthly rate last drew and allowance with interest from 
the date of termination of his service with interest 7i 
per cent till the date of payment. But I make it cleur 
that the domestic proceedings were perfectly legal and 
the order of termination of Hazarlka's service has been 
perfectly justified, and as such he is not entitled to any 
compensation not to speak of reinstatement " to his post. 
Only if it turns out that tho termination of his service 
was unjustified then he may get the compensation, as I 
have already observed. 

18. In th e result, I hold that Hazurika's termination 
of service is hereby confirmed. The reference is, there- 
fore, rejected. 

This is my award. 

Dated. 9th May, 1972. (Sd.) S. N. Bagciii, 

Presiding Officer. 

[F. No. 23/140/70-LR.1II.] 


under treatment of a doctor attending on her and was 
inus disaoied irom reporting tor duty on Bib May 1WU9. 
She has explained her failure to obtain turther sanction 
jOr leave on the ground that tills was her first job, that 
she was not conversant with the technical rules of ser- 
vice and that she was under the impression that if sne 
continued to be sick and not capable oi reporting ior 
duty and particularly since she had already been on 
sick leave, she could produce a final m certificate and 
resume duly on her getting well. Under this impres- 
sion she did not produce a medical certificate on expiry 
of the original leave. 

3. By letter of 9th July 1989 addressed by the Sec- 
retary of the respondent society, tne complainant was 
informed that it was presumed that she was no more 
interested in the service and tnat she nad abanaoneu 
ihe service gt her own accord, therefore her name was 
being removed from the muster roll. This letter iiom 
the Secretary was lorwarded by tne Manager with his 
covering letter oi 11th July 1989. Immediately on re- 
ceipt of this letter the complainant reported lor duty 
according to her on 17tn July not-withstanding tnut 
sne was not well. She saw the Manager who advised 
her that she could not resume duty except wun tne 
permission of the respondent’s secretary. According 
to the complainant she again became ill and worse ana 
could not contact the Secretary immediately. She 
therefore wrote a letter on 28th July 1969 stating the 
fact of her having reported for duty on 17th July and 
undertaking to produce the medical certificate. 


New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1972 

SO. 1373. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indust- 
rial' Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following Award of the 
National Industrial Tribunal, Bombay in respect of a 
complaint under section 33A of the said Act filed by 
Miss Rani Kaur, a workman of the All India llandloom 
Fabrics Marketing Co-operative Society Limited, Bom- 
bay, which was received by the Central Government on 
4th May, 1972:— ' 

BEFORE SHRI N. L. ABHYANKAR, NATIONAL 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

BOMBAY 

Complaint (NT), No. 4 or 1970 
Ref. (NT) No. 2 of 1970 

Miss Rani Kaur, Bombay— Complainant, 
vs. 

All India Handloom Fabrics Market- 
ting Co-operative Society Ltd. 

Bpmbay— Respondent. 

In the matter of a complaint under Sec. 33-A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. 


Appearances : 

Shri Menon, Advocate, for the complainant. Shrl 
Sbrl Dutt, Advocate for the respondents. 

AWARD 


This complaint was filed before this Tribunal on 16th 
December 1970. The complaint of the complainant 
Miss Rani Kaur is that her services have been termina- 
ted without holding any inquiry, without giving her any 
opportunity oi being heard and without being advised 
of the misconduct if any committed by her This action 
was taken by the respondents which is All India Hand- 
loom fabrics Marketting Co-operative Society Ltd . 
while there was pending before the Industrial Tribunal 
of Shri Aney a reference in respect of certain demands 
raised by the employees of the All India Handlooms 
Fabrics Marketting Co-operative Society, it being re- 
ference (NT) No. 310 of 1968. 

2 The complainant was appointed as a sales atten- 
dant by an order dated 4th July 1963. The original 
order has been filed. The complaint was on leave dub 
sanctioned f nim2 3 rd April 1969 to 7lh May 1969 but 
she did not join duty on 8th May 1969 as she was ex- 
pected to do, According to the complainant she was 


4. On 19th September, 1969 the Manager addressed a 
letter to the complainant to collect all her dueB. The 
complaint than filed what is siyled as an appeal to the 
Secretary of ihe Society on 30 in September, 1969. The 
complainant waited for some ilme and again wrote a 
letter on 30th October 1969 asking to be reinstated. It 
is with reference to this last letter that the Secretary oi 
ihe society wrote on 15lh December, 1969 the office 
memo tha^ the complainant snould be Informed that her 
services have been terminated for misconduct and as 
per society’s staff regulations no employee whose ser- 
vices have been once terminated for misconduct can be 
reinstated in service. It is after receipt oi this letter 
apparently that the complaint was advised to seek 
relief from courts. 


5. On 5th January 1970 the complainant filed a com- 
plaint before Shri D. M. Aney. Industrial Tribunal tp 
whom the industrial dispute between the respondent 
society and some of its workmen [Reference (IT) No. 310 
of 1968] was referred by the Government of Maharash- 
tra by an order dated 17lh August 1968. The reference 
was pending before Shri Aney when the complaint was 
filed on or about 5th January 1970: While the comp- 
laint was pending the workmen of all the brunches of 
the society raised a dispute and the Government of 
India referred the dispute between the workmen of all 
me branches of the respondent society and the society 
to this National Tribunal by its order dated 25th Marcn 
1970 and thiB is the reference (NT) No. 2 of J970 which 
is pending before me even now. As the whole dispute 
including the demands made by the employees at Bom- 
bay was referred to the National Tribunal, Shri D. M. 
Aney to whom the State Government had referred the 
dispute in Ref: (IT) No. 310 ot 1968 and Ref: (IT) No.; 
296 of 1968 passed an order or an award on 6th April, 
1970 purporting to take action under Sec. 10(6) (a) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. Thus as from 6th April 
1970 the reference before Shri Aney namely Ref; (if) 
No 310 of 1968 and Ref: (IT) No. 296 of 1968 stood 
terminated in view of the reference to a National Tri- 
bunal in respect of identical matters by the Central 
Government. 


) In the complaint filed before the Tribunal Sri D.M. 
iney by the present complainant notices for hearing were 
ssued and the present respondent appeared in that 
mmplaint with counsel and so also the complainant. 
Che respondent filed a written statement on the merits 
if the complaint on or about 9th March 1970. lhat 
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complaint was disposed ol by the Presiding Officer Shri 
D, M. Aney by an award dictated in open court on 14th 
September 1970. In para 4 of the award Shri Ahey has 
observed as follows: — • 

“When the complaint came up tor hearing, the 
parties expressed that in view of the constitu- 
tion ot the National Tribunal tor adjudication 
ol the main dispute, the complaint also snould 
be heard and decided by the same Tribunal. 
Some apprehensions were expressed on penal! 
ot the complainant as to the point pelng raised 
by the respondent that the complaint having 
been instituted betore the appoirnment ot tile 
National Tribunal, the National Tnbunul may 
not be in a position to hear the complaint. Bui 
me learned representative ot the respondent 
made it clear that he would not raise that 
point. BoLh the parties say that tne present 
complaint snould oe heard and disposed oi by 
the National Tribunal, In view ot the sLand 
tanen by the parties, it seems to me unneces- 
sary to deal with the complaint. It must, 
eventually, be disposed ot as no longer desired 
by the parties io be dealt with or adjudicated 
upon by this Tribunal." 

7. It appears that the complainant perhaps on legal 
advice was not certain whether the complaint would 
lie before the National Tribunal, therefore out ot abon- 
dant caution the complainant filed Mise. Application 
(IT) No. 3 of 1970 before Shri D, M-Aney on 17th 
November. 1970 for restoring the original complaint 
filed by her before the same Tribunal namely Comp- 
laint (IT) No. 4 of 1970 to the Board ot that tribunal 
and re-hearing the complaint on its merits. This 
Misc. Application No. 4 of 1970 came to be filed on 
27th November, 1970 and notices were ordered to be 
issued to the opposite party. The opposite party name- 
ly the respondent society filed a reply to the comp- 
lainant’s application tor restoration betore Shri 
Aney on or about 8th February, 1971. Opposing the 
request for restoration the respondent took the posi- 
tion that the award made in the complaint was passed 
in the bresence of the parties and the complainant was 
estopped from questioning the award or praying for 
Its being set aside the respondent further stated that 
a complaint on similar grounds has been filed by the 
complainant before the National Tribunal being comp- 
laint (NT) No. 4 of 1970. The respondent thus oppos- 
ed the application for restoration as being not tenable, 


8. On 22nd February. 1971 when Complaint (NT) 
No. 4 of 1970 (this complaint) was taken up for hear- 
ing before me, the finding on the restoration appli- 
cation was apparently given and thereupon counsel 
for the complainant was given time to file his written 
statement to clarify the position. On 22nd February. 
1971 the respondent society had filed what is styled 
as a preliminary submission. In this preliminary 
submission the society contended in para 9 thereof 
that two proceedings in respect of the same matter 
cannot be instituted or continued before two different 
authorities and that the complainant should be asked 
to make up her mind whether she wants to press the 
complaint before the State Industrial Tribunal or 
before the National Tribunal. It was in reply to inis 
preliminary statement that counsel for the complain- 
ant was given time to file his reply. In this reply the 
complainant has stated that she was acting under 
legal advice when she preferred the complaint before 
the National Industrial Tribunal and the advice was 
that the provisions of Section 10(6) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act may in a wider sense cover the dispute 
arising under Section 33-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act and hence out of abundant caution the present 
complaint before the National Industrial Tribunal was 
filed The proceedings before the Industrial Tribunal 
of Shri D M. Aney in the Miscellaneous application 
for restoration of the complaint were disposed of by 
an order dated 4th May. 1971. The Tribunal treated 
the application for restoration and rehearing of the 


complaint as withdrawn in view of the application 
made by the complainant in the restoration proceed- 
ings. It is stated hi this application that “the National 
Tribunal has been pleased to issue directions that the 
Complaint filed before that Tribunal will be heard and 
disposed of by that Hon’ble Tribunal". As ihe appli- 
cation makes a reference to what is alleged to be a 
direction of this National Tribunal it is necessary to 
make it clear that the statement in the applcation is 
not correct and ought not to have been made. What 
was pointed out to the parties was that two simul- 
taneous proceedings by way of complaint regarding the 
same mutter, one a substantive complaint and another 
for the restoration of the complaint already disposed 
of cannot go on simultaneously and that the party was 
bound to take a decision as to which proceeding she 
should prosecute. It is apparent that the complainant 
preferred to prosecute the proceeding before the 
National Tribunal in view of the specific assurance 
given by the respondents that there will be no ob- 
jection to the jurisdiction of the National Tribunal 
to entertain and dispose of the Complaint according 
to law. 

9. It is clear that in prosecuting the present comp- 
laint the complainant was acting bona fide and was 
caught in a legal fiction and could not make the hard 
choice for which she had necessarilv to depend on 
legal advice whether to prosecute the complaint, be- 
fore the National Tribunal o r t n prosecute the resto- 
ration application before the Industrial Tribunal be- 
fore whom the original complaint was made. 


10. On behalf of the society it is urged that it is 
undoubtedly correct that the society had indicated 
when the original complaint filed before Shri Aney 
was disposed of that the society would have no ob- 
jection to the complaint being heard and decided bv 
the National Tribunal but the society has now taken 
up the position that that consent was no longer effec- 
tive or binding on the society because of the restora- 
tion application filed by the complaint before Shri 
D. M. Aney. In do not find any reservation was 
Intended or expressed when the society took the 
position that if would not object to the jurisdlcton 
of the National Tribunal to entertain the complaint. 


11. It has thus become necessary to give all the 
facts and circumstances in which the present Comp- 
laint (NT) No, 4 of 1970 came to he filed and which 
now requires to be adjudicated. The respondent has 
taken the objection to the jurisdiction of this court 
to take cognisance of the complaint or to adjudicate 
upon the merits by its written statement of 27th 
August, 1971. The preliminary objection taken by the 
society is that this 'Tribunal to whom the present re- 
ference was made by the Government of India bv its 
order dated 25th March, 1970 has nn lurisdiction to 
entertain the complaint. What is urged is that a 
complaint under Section 33-A for contravention of 
the provisions of Section 33 can be made before a 
Tribunal if the contravention has taken place during 
the pendency of the proceedings before such Tribunal. 
The contravention in the instant case has lakcn place 
by way of discharge or dismissal of the complainant 
fcw an order passed sometime on 19th September. 1969 


or at any rate by the communication of 15th December, 
1969 already referred to. On either of these dates 
no reference was pending before the National Tribu- 
nal. It is further urged that the pendency of the 
reference before the Industrial Tribunal of Shri Anev 
is of no avail to the complainant even though the 
reference was undoubtedly before the Industrial Tri- 
bunal of Shri Anev when the action was taken against 
the complainant which is alleged to be in contraven- 
tion of Section 33. Now Section 33 provides as fol 


lows: 

“Where an employer contravenes the provisions 
of Section 33 during the pendency rf proceed- 
ings before a Labour Court, Trlbi ~ I or Na- 
tional Tribunal, any employee aggrieved by 
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such contravention, may make a complaint 
in writing, in the prescribed manner, to such 
Labour Court, Tribunal or National TriL. ml 
and on receipt o f such complaint that Labour 
Court, Tribunal or National Tribunal sha. . 
adjudicate upon the complaint aa if it were 
a dispute referred to or pending before it, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Act and 
shall submit its award to the appropriate 
Government and the provisions of this Act 
shall apply accordingly.” 

A careful persuai of ih esection would show that 
'Whenever there is a contravention of the provisions 
Pi. .Section 33 during pendency of the proceedings bf 
lore the Tribunal and an employee aggrieved by such 
contravention has to make a complaint in writing to 
such Tribunal. What it means is that only that Tri- 
bunal has jurisdiction to entertain the complaint re- 
ge-ding contravention before which any proceedings 
arc pending between the parties when the contraven- 
tion takes place. Obviously this condition cannot be 
said to be satisfied in the present case as no pri^eea 
mg was pending before the National Tribunal when 
action was taken against the complainant. There 
was a proceeding pending before another Tribunal 
namely the Tribunal of Shri D. M. Aney. I am afraid 
there is no escape from this position. The words of 
Section 33-A are specific and It la not possible to take 
the view that if any proceeding is pending before a 
Tribunal the contravention of Section 33 can be chal- 
lenged before any other Tribunal. In fact by 
virtue of the provisions of Section 10(6) (a) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act the proeedings in the re- 
ference pending before the Tribunal of Shri D. M. 
Aney will be deemed to be quashed and the 
reference to the National Tribunal in respect of the 
same matter cannot help the complainant to any ex- 
tent. The effect of the reference to the National Tri- 
bunal is that the proceedings before the State Tri- 
bunal on identical questions are quashed by virtue of 
the reference to the National Tribunal. Thus If the 
proceedings are quashed it cannot even be stated that 
the proceedings will or are continued by reason of 
the reference before the National Industrial Tribunal. 


.12. With considerable reluctance therefore it must 
be held the complaint filed before the National Tri- 
bunal on 15th December. 1970 is not competent and 
the complaint is liable to be dismissed, on 
that short ground. At the same time I must state 
that the complainant is the victim of circumstances 
for which she is not solely responsible. She has been 
acting bona fide under legal advice and that the 
advice has landed her in trouble is not her fault. 
Prlma facie the complainant seems to have a case 
for enquiry and she ought not to be denied any legi- 
timate opportunity to seek relief before the proper 
authority. It is open to the complainant to apply and 
seek fl reference of her dispute to a Tribunal under 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act and there is 
no reason to believe that that reference will be 
denied to the complainant who has been prosecuting 
deliaently and lawfully remedies In law before the 
authorities as per legal advice and no person ought 
to suffer on the ground that the legal advice tendered 
has not been able to secure her relief if relief is 
noRsible bv the appropriate proceeding. Though the 
complaint la dismissed there will be no order as to 
costs. 


(Sd.) D. L. Abhyankaf, 
National Industrial Tribunal. 


Bombay 1 2th April, 1972 (AF). 

[No, 6/4/70/LRIV/I&E(I).] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 20 th May 1972 

S.O. 1374. — In pursuance of seclioh 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1047 (14 of 1947 j, the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Hydera- 
bad, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Singareni Colliery 
Company Limited, Post Office Kothagudium (Andhra 
Pradesh) and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 16th May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Pkesent : 

Shri P. S. Ananth, B.Sc., B.L., Chairman, Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute No. 29 of 1969 
Between 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., 
Kothagudem Collieries. 

AND 

The Management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limtied, Kothagudem Collieries. 

Appearaoceb : 

Sri A. Lakshmaha Rao, Advocate — for Wor/cmen, 

Sri K i ® rln “ vu /?, a Mur thy, Secretary of Federation 
of A. P. Chambers of Commerce and Indus- 
try — for Manaoement. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by its Order No. 7/49/6B-LRII dated 
17th September, 1969 referred to the following dis- 
pute under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industraii Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act) for adjudication by this Tribunal, namely; 

“Having regard to the recommendations of the 
Central Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
Industry prescribed for the Technical and 
Supervisory staff of the Engineering Depart- 
ment under Chapter VIII, whether the mana- 
gement of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Kothagudeum, is justified in placing 
Sri K. Viswuntdhan, Junior Churge-hand in 
Grade ‘D‘ in the scale of Rs. 205-7-247-10- 
3377 

If not, to what relief the workman is entitled 
and from what date?” 

This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dispute 
No. 29 of 1969 and notices were issued to the parties. 
For the purpose of convenience the Workman is refer- 
red to as the petitioner and the Management is refer- 
red to as respondent in the course of this award. 

2. The petitioner is a workman in Singareni Col- 
lieries Company Limited, Kothagudeum. The General 
Secretary of Andhra Pradesh Collieries Mazdoor 
Sangh filed the claim statement contending as fol- 
lows: — The petitioner was promoted as Junior Charge 
hand under Order dated 26th March, 1964 in the then 
existing Coal Award grade of Rs. 48-100 with a com- 
mencing salary of Rs. 85,00 per month from 1st 
December, 1963. The Wage Board for Coal Mining 
Industry prescribed 8 grades for Technical and Super- 
visory staff and the management of Singareni Col- 
lieries Company Limited placed the petitioner, while 
implementing the Wage Board Recommendation, in 
Grade ‘D’ i.e. Rs. 205 to Rs, 337.00 which is illegal, 
improper and contrary to the recommendations of the 
Wage Board. During the conciliation proceedings the 
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contention of the Management that the matter was 
subjudice since this issue is pending before the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal at Hyderabad is in- 
correct. The matter which is pending before the 
said Tribunal is what further modifications to the 
Wage Board Recommendations are necessary to. make 
them applicable to tho Collieries in Andhra Pradesh- 
It is evident from fills that fixation of appropriate 
category as per the Wage Board Recommendations, 
as accepted and implemented by the Management Is 
not the subject matter for adjudication. The present 
dispute raised is against improper implementation of 
the Wage Board Recommendation. In Chapter VIII 
of Volume I at page 78 of the Wage Board Recom- 
mendations 8 grades i ,e. A to H are prescribed for 
the Technical and Supervisory Staff. It was admitted 
by the Management’s representative at the time of 
conciliation that tho petitioner hclonged to the Engi- 
neering Department coming under the category of 
Technical and Supervisory Staff and that the gradfe 
of pay was fixed as per the Recommendations of the 
Wage Board. While stating so the Management failed 
to establish as to how its action in having placed the 
workman in question in grade ‘D’ is justified and 
appropriate. At page 7 9 under the heading Engineer- 
ing Department under Serial No. 6 the existing de- 
signation is shown as Assistant Foremen Electrical/ 
Mechanical or junior Shift-in-charge Electrical/Me- 
chanical, Asst. Electrician and tho new designation 
is shown as Assistant Foreman Elec./Mech. and the 
grade is shown as ‘C’ and the new consolidated basic 
scale of pay is shown as Rs. 245-10-305-15-440. The 
petitioner being Junior Charge-hand comes under the 
category of Junior Assistant Chargemen and he is 
entitled for the grade ‘C’. The contention of the 
Management at the time of conciliation thnt this 
grade of Rs. 205-337 is corresponding one to the old 
grade of Rs. 48-100 is also not correct. For instance 
the clerks who were in the grade of Rs. 48-100 are 
placed in Grade II of Rs. 205-325 under the Wage 
Board Recommendations by which it is evident that 
the grades are allotted basing on the different sec- 
tions keeping In view the actual duties and the pre- 
wage board wages. Having agreed that the petitioner 
comes under the Technical and Supervisory cadre 
belonging to the Engineering Department, the grade 
prescribed by the Wage Board for the workmen 
belonging to the Engineering Department should only 
be given. So the Singarenl Collieries Company 
Limited may be directed to place the petitioners in 
grade 'C' he- Rs. 245-440 with effect from 15th August, 
1967. 


3 The respondent is the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Kothagudem. In their counter they 
contended as follows;-- Since the claim statement 
has not been filed bv the Andhra Pradesh Singareni 
Collieries Mazdoor Sangh which is a party to the 
dispute and since the claim statement has been filed 
bv one Andhra Pradesh Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
which is not a party to the dispute there is no obli- 
gation on the Part of the respondent to file my reply. 
However the counter is filed bringing out the correct 
facts. The reference made by the Government of 
India is not maintainable as the reference iS based 
on the Recommendations of the Wage Board for the 
Coal Mining Industry which is ^t ^^tatutorv one 
Tho Government of India during 1962 constituted 
Central Wave Board for the Coal Mining Industry 
in India During early 1967 the Wage Board sub- 
mitted its recommendations and the Government of 
India bv their resolution dated 21st Sep ember 1967 
accented certain recommendations as specified there! . 
Tn riew of the broad agreement on various categori- 
Ltions which took place in the presence df Sri Rant) 
Mehta and Sri Lai. Members of the Wage Board during 
February fOBB between the Union and the Mana_ 
February, '-JJ implemented the recommends- 

JP* ' -» Waue Board as approved by the Govern- 
lions of the W g B ^esnmntion of the petitioner 

°< «■* w »« e BMid *" 


Accepted by workmen and the management to prefer 
a claim of this nature is not correct. The contention 
of the petitioner that the Management has accepted 
the recommendation of the Wage Board is denied. 
The acceptance of the recommendations by the Gov- 
ernment does not give the recommendations any 
statutory backing nor they are mandatory in nature. 
The essential pre-requisites for deciding the wage 
structure are to consider the capacity of industry to 
pay and the principles laid down by the Supreme 
Court in deciding it based on region-cim-industry 
wise. The Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry had 
not followed the said principles laid down by the 
Supreme Court In as much as it has recommended 
the wage structure based on region-cum-indusfry 
wise basis. Further they have not taken capacity 
of the industry to bear the additional financial burden 
■and have not recommended the wage structure taking 
into consideration the large and lloursing concerns 
on one side and the small, uneconomic and struggling 
units on the other. In the absence of these, the Re- 
commendations of the Wage Board suffer from a fatal 
infirmity. The reference is also bad in law since the 
matter of revision of grades for this category of work- 
men is pending before the Industrial Tribunal, Hyde- 
rabad, in I.D. No. 30 of 1967, With prejudice to the 
preliminary objection the Management submits that 
the demand of the workmen is not justified even on 
merits, The petitioner was placed in the pre-wage 
board grade of Rs. 48-3-54-4-70-EB-5-100 with effect 
from 1st December, 1963. The Wage Board has pres- 
cribed 8 grades A to H for Technical and Supervisory 
Staff vide page 78 of Chapter VIII of Volume I of the 
Wage Board report. The Coal Award has not' drawn 
any distinction or fixed any grade for Technical or 
Supervisory Staff and others. Having regard to KTs 
previous grade and technical competency the petitioner 
was allowed the grade of Rs. 205-7-247-10-337. The 
clerks in Grade II and other categories of workmen 
who #ere in the pre-wage board of Rs. 48-1(10 were 
allowed a grade of Rs. 205-325. The Management 
placed the petitioner In an appropriate corresponding 
grdae of Rs- 205-337 in the same manner' as it half 
placed the other workmen in the technical and super- 
visory cadre. As the demand Is raised by the Union 
it is for the Union to prove that the workman deserves 
higher grade. The demand of the petitioner is that 
being the Junior Chargehand he comes under the 
category of Junior Assistant Chargeman. The con- 
tention of the workman that he should be given the 
grade of Rs. 246-440 is not justified. The table at 
page 79 giving categorisation of some of the engi- 
neering Department Personnel is not exhaustive and 
there are meov offier categorisations of workmen who 
there ar e many other categorisations of workmen who 
are not covered by this table to which the Management 
have given the corresponding grade in accordance 
SuOTVlsory Staff. Moreover the designations men- 
tioned in the Wage Board Report in the said table are 
not in conformity with the practice prevailing in the 
Singareni Collieries. That was the main reason why 
the Wage Board has taken the trouble of recommend- 
ing 8 different grades for Technical and Supervisory 
Personnel with a view to fix the salaries of personnel 
who are not specifically covered by the Wage Board 
Recommendations. It may also be noted' thnt the 
Wage Borad grades have a definite relation to the 
pre-wage board grades of the workers. The Wage 
Board in recommending various grades at pace 79 to 
some of the personnel of the Engineering Depart- 
ment have not given the pre-wage hoard grade in 
which these workmen were placed for whom the 
grades recommended bv them are applicable. The 
Management does not have on its roll nnv persons in 
the Engineering Department with designation as 
Chargeman or Jem or Assistant Chargeman. The 

tirade of Rs. 245-44(1 has been allowed in the respon- 
dent Collieries in relation to the pre-wage board 
grade to the Chargehands who are much more senior 
to the workmen concerned in the dispute, M riteh 
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the demand of the petitioner for placing him in a 
grade higher that! what has been given to him by the 
Management cannot be justified and if the demand is 
decoded to, it will have chain reactions wherein the 
Whole wage structure and even other departments 
too will have to be modified. The grades in which 
the monthly rated Technical and Supervisory per- 
sonnel are to be fitted should be in accordance with 
the 8 grades recommended by the Wage Board at 
page 78 and the grade of Rs, 205-337 which has been 
allowed to the petitioner corresponding to his pre- 
Wsgc board grade is one of them, The allegations of 
the Union that the action of the Management is 
'mala/irte and unjust and contrary to the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board are denied. 

4. The dispute that is referred to for adjudication 
by this Trbiunal is having regard to the recommenda- 
tions of the Central Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
Industry Prescribed for the Technical arid Supervi- 
sory St.T >f the Engineering Department under 
Chapter V'U, whether the Management of^ Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudem is justified 
in placing Sri K, Viswanathan Junior Charge-hand in 
Grade ‘D’ in the scale of Rs, 205-7-247-10-337? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled and from 
what date? 

B, Before considering the above dispute referred to 
this Tribunal for adjudication, some of the legal ob- 
motions raised by the respondent may be disposed of. 
Though in the counter an objection was taken that the 
reference itself Is not maintainable since the reference 
is hrsed on the recommendations of the Wage Board 
lor the Coal Mining Industry which is not statutory, 
the learned counsel for the respondent represented that 
11, i; respondent is not pressing their objection in view 
of the decisions report od in KIRLAMPUD1 SUGAR 
M T! T ,S LTD. v. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL A.P. 
riBTl ftp) LTJ, pace 491 (Supreme Court!]. So there 
is need to consider further about this objection. 

U. The next contention that is raised in the coun- 
ter is that since the matter of revision of grades of 
this category of workmen Ik pending befor P this Tri- 
bunal as I.D. No. 30 of 1967 this reference is bad in 
low. So far as this objection is concerned (hd learn- 
ed counsel for the respondent did not seriously argue 
even otherwise it is now seen that so far as I.D. No. 
30 of 1967 is concerned the dispute referred" to is 
“subject, to the views expressed and recommendations 
made by the Central Wage Board for Coal ’Mining 
Industry and the agreement between the Management 
of Singareni Collieries Company Limited’ and their 
Trade Unions referred to, in paragraphs 3 to 3 of 
Chaoter IX of the Wage Board’s report, what "further 
modifications and charges in the categorisation and 
wage structure recommended by the sadi "ft'age Board 
for West Bengal and Bihar Coal fields are necessary 
to make the said categorisation and wage structure 
applicable to the workmen of Singareni Collieries 
C nmpany Limited, having regard to the special con- 
ditions obtaining in the Andhra Pradesh Coal Fields’’. 
So far as the present dispute is concerned it ohly re- 
lates to the auestion of having regard to the recom- 
mendations of the Central Wage Board for Coal Min- 
ing Industry, whether the respondent Is juslifled in 
plncing the petitioner in grade ‘D’. So the present dis- 
pute has nothing to do with the dispute ref ei-red to 
in Industrial Dispute No. 39 of 1967 as rightly con- 
tended by the learned counsel for the petitioners. 

7. The next contention that is raised in the counter 
k that the essential pre-requisites for deciding Urn 
wage structure are t.o consider th“ capacity of the 
industrv to nay and that the wave hoard has not 
i akon the capacity of the industry to bear the 5ddi- 
tional financial burden and so the recommendations 
of the Wage P.oard becomes n nullity in view of the 
pronouncements and principles laid down by the 
Supreme Court, m its various decisions. It i%. also 


contended by the learned counsel for the respondents 
that even if the Wage Board’s recommendations are 
not nulltiy still the respondent can raise objection 
that it has no capacity to Ray as laid down in 1971 
(II) LLJ, page 491 (Supreme Court). Some eVidencfi 
has also been let in to show that the company ia 
working at a loss and it is contended by the learned 
counsel for the respondent that if the present claim is 
allowed then there will be a chain of reactions 
wherein the whole wage structure of the Engineering 
Department and even other departments too will 
have to be modified and that the Company will hot 
be in a position to meet these demands in View of the 
fact that the Company has no financial capacity, the 
learned counsel for the respondent also relied Upon the 
Judgment in Writ Petition No. 4076/' 7 0 High Court of 
Andhra Pradesh dated 20th January, 1972 in support 
of his contention that if a Company has no financial 
capacity to pay finy additional demand, then no 
additional demand can bo granted. He produced a 
certified copy of the judgment in the said Writ 
Petition (for my reference) and a perusal of it shows 
that the Industrial Tribunal held that as the Com- 
pany was already working at a loss it does not make 
much difference if they pay Rs. 5.00 more as monthly 
House Rent allowance to workers drawing less than 
Rs. 125.00 per month and Rs. 10.00 to those drawing 
Rs, 125.00 and more per month. While considering 
this finding of the Industrial Tribunal his Lordship 
after referring the decisions reported in HINDUSTAN 
TIMES LTD., v. THEIR WORKMEN (AIR 1963 
Supreme! Court, page 1332), WORKMEN OF BAJ- 
RANG JUTE MILLS v. BAJRANC, JUTE MILLS 
(AIR 1970 Supreme Court, page B7CT, and in 
HYDRO (ENGINEERS) PVT. LTD., v. WORKMEN 
(AIR 1969 Supreme Court, 182) observed that the 
question of industry’s capacity to pay is certainly 
a relevant consideration in the mailer of payment 
of a fair wage fixed by a Wage Board and that ins- 
pite of financial incapacity the Company undertook 
to implement the recommendations of the Board and 
that under those circumstances his Lordship did not 
think that there was any justification for imposing 
further burden on the industry to pay anything more 
than a fair wage, specially when an industry has no 
capacity to pav and his Lordship finally 
disagreed with the finding of ihp Industrial 
Tribunal as regards the payment of House Rent 
allowance and observed that no further House Rent 
allowance was payable. 

8. The respondent examined M.W. 2 tShrl M. 
Ennganatham) whom is working as Assistant Cost 
Accountant of the Company at Kothngudem. This 
witness has produced the balance sheets for the years 
from 1905 to 1879 which have been marked as Exs. 
M 3 to M7. With reference to Ex. M2 he savs that 
the total loss shown during th e year 1965-68 waa 
Rs. 2.91 lakhs and that in the year 1969-70 It was 
Rs. 2,11 lakhs, He also says that if two Junior char- 
gchands in question are given higher grade there 
will be chain reactions in the higher category per- 
sons and others, that there is a danger of higher grade 
people demanding next higher grade, that if all the 
sixty persons are given higher grade it would Involve 
an additional burden of Rs. 72,000/- per year on the 
Company. The respondent also got the deposition 
of one Sri IT. Shivaraju, who was eve mined as 
M.W. 2 in Industrial Dlsnute No. 24 of 1969, marked 
as Ex. M8 in order to show the financial capacity of 
the Company, A perusal of Ex, M6 shows that this 
witness has stated that the wages irrremo and other 
expenditure resulting in increased cost of produc- 
tion are not fully compensated by the price increase 
of coal and that the cost of production is increasing by 
10 to 15 per cent year by year on account of rise in 
prices of stores and that the increment, given to the 
employees of the Conynany on 15th August, 1970 
were not compensated by any price increase. So if 
this is a case where if anv higher grades are asked 
for without any reference to the Wage Board’s recom- 
mendations then it may be said that the respondent 
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Company would not he in a position Lo meet the ad- 
dilioniW- burden in view of the loss that Hie Company 
had been suffering- But tliis is a case where the 
respondent has accepted the recommendations of the 
'A' age Board and it had implemented the same but 
while implementing the recommendations of the 
Wage Board the petitioner was fixed in 

grade ‘D' where as the petitioner’s con- 
tention is that even as per the recom- 

mendations of the Wage Board, the respondent 
should have fitted him in grade ‘C’ fixed by the Wage 
Board aw regards the Engineering Department So 
under those circumstances the respondent cannot 
raise the objection about the financial capacity to bear 
any additional burden. All that has to be .seen in 
the present ease is having regard to the recommenda- 
tions of th P Wage Board whether the respondent is 
justified in placing the petitioner in Grade D instead 
of placing him In Grade ‘C’ which is the grade that 
is claimed by the petitioner. If it is found that 
while implementing the recommendations of the 
Wage Board the respondent ought to have fixed the 
petitioner in grade ‘C’ then the respondent should 
be directed to place the petitioner in grade ‘C 1 . So 
I hold that the objection raised by the respondent 
that it has no financial capacity to pay i- not tenable 
because the respondent had alrtday implemented the 
1 eeommendations of the Wage Boa: 1 and all that has 
to be now seen is whether the petitioner is entitled 
to grade ‘C’ as contended by him or only to grade 
‘D’ as contended by the respondent. 

9. Now it has to be seen whether the respondent is 
justified in placing the petitioner in grade ‘D 1 or whe- 
ther he should be placed in ‘C’ grade. The petitioner 
has been examined as W.W.l. He says that he is 
working as Junior Chargchand wince about 10 years, 
that. Ex, W1 is the order appointing him as Junior 
Chargeman, that he was working as a Fitter and Plum- 
ber, that he was in the IX category, that he is work- 
ing in the Water Works Department that 94 persons 
are working under him, that he supervises the work 
done by the workers that he was paid Rs. 137.36 when 
he was promoted us Junior Chargehand and that he 
gets now Rs. 237.00 and odd. He admits that there is 
Overseer under supervisor and that the Overseer super- 
vises the section and tells him about the work to be 
done. He also says that the persons who were in the 
grade of Rs. 48-100 are now in the grade of Rs. 205- 
225 (evidently Us. 225.00 mentioned in his deposition 
is a mistake for 337.00) W.W.2 (Sri C. R. Radhakrishna) 
is working as Fitter. He says that he is now in the 
Vlth category, that he was in the Vlllth category prior 
to the implementation of the Wage Board recommen- 
dations, that he was getting Rs. 126,62 ns. previously, 
that he is getting Rs. 322.66 ps. after. the implementation 
of the Wage Board recommendation, that W.W.l allots 
work to him and others and that W.W.l supervises 
their work. Though in the thief examination he 
slated that W.W.l has been supervising his work, m 
cross examination he says that W.W.l does not super- 
vise their work but there is an Overseer. WAV 3 (Sri 
S, K. Srinivasan) is the General Secretary of fhe 
Andhra Pradesh Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh, 
Kotha, undent. He says that he participated in the con- 
ciliation mcelnig in respect of W.W.l’s matter, that 
the ’Management gave their views in this case and a copy 
of it was given to him, thnt it is Ex.W2 that 
for all the persons in the old grade of Rs. 48-100 prior 
to (he implementation of the Wage Board recommen- 
dations the new grades arc not uniform hut were 
given on the basis of the recommendations of the Wage 
Board, that Grade II clerks, who were in Rs. 4R-100 
grade are given the grade of Rs, 205-325- Now the 
evidence adduced on the sid R of the petitioner is to the 
effect that he is doing the supervisory work and that 
he should have been, placed in grade 'C\ 

10. M.W.l (Sri P. S Sntyababu) is working as Over- 
seer ir the Water Supply s~ction at Kothagudem and 
he is working in the Building Department, He says that 
prior to the implementation of the Wage Board W.W.l 
was In the scale of iR-s. 48-100 and that thereafter 


he was fixed in Rs. 205-337, that, prior to the imple- 
mentation of the recommendations of th* Wage Board 
there was no distinction between Technical and Non- 
Technical staff, that Grade II claw also was of the 
same grade i.e. Rs. 48-100, that they arc placed in the 
grade of Rs, 205-325, that there are 8 grades lor the 
Technical and Supervisory Stall in the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board at page 78 of Volume I, that 
all those Technical and Supervisory staff who were 
in the scale of Rs. 48-100 were placed In the scale of 
R«j. 205-337, that it is not mentioned in the Wage 
Board’s recomendation# that the Junior Chargehand 111 
Sujgarcni Collieries was to be given higher grade 
than what has given in the grade of Rs. 245-440. He 
also says that there was no designation as Junior 
Assistant Chargeman in the Singareni Collieries either 
prior to the implementation of the Wage Board re- 
commendations or thereafter, that Ex.Ml is the Circular 
signed by the General Manager, that part B of the 
Circular is the fixation statement of the Engineering 
Department, that the Wage Board recommendation at 
page 79 do not mention all the categorise of monthly 
paid workers In the Engineering Department, that there 
are many more categories of workers In the Engineering 
Department not covered by the Wage Board recom- 
mendations, that the Management has fixed such of 
tnosc employees who are not fixed in the list of En- 
gineering Department at page 78 of the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board in the corresponding grades 
a: page 78, that the designation shown at page 70 of 
tne Engineering Department in the recommendations 
of the Wage Eoard are not in conformity with the 
prevailing practice in Singareni, Collieries, that ihe 
Chargehands who Were in Rs. 70-158 and Rs. 115-185 
are put in the scale of Rs. 245-440, that the workers 
who were in Rs. 115-185 and Rs. 70-158 were seniors 
and superiors to those who were in Rs. 48-100, that 
occasionally W.W.l .supervises the works of laying pipe 
lines, repairs etc, that allotment is clone by W.W.l 
only under his instructions and that he is (7VI.W.1) 
Overseer of his section and that the nature and quali- 
ty of work done by W.W.l does not warrant him to 
oe placed In the grade of Rs. 245-440. M.W.2 says 
that the Junior Chargehands who were working in the 
Company prior to the Wage Board have been allotted 
the grade of Rs. 205-337, that previously they were in 
the grade of Rs. 48-100, that the Chargehands who 
were in the grade of Rs. 70-158 were given the grade 
of Rs. 245-440. So the evidence of M.W.l and M.W.2 
is to the effect that since the petitioner was in the old 
grade of Rs. 48-100 he was given the new grade ‘D’ 
and that the Chargehands who were seniors to the 
Junior Chargehands and who were in the grades of 
Rs. 70-158 and Rs. 115-200 wer P given grade ‘C’ in the 
scale of Rs. 245-440. 

11. Now it is contended by the learned counsel for 
the Petitioner that the supposed promotion in effect 
amounts to demotion, that prior to the Wage Board 
the petitioner was in old category IX and he w as 
promoted as Junior Chargehand, that after the implc- 
menfion of the Wage Board recommendations old cate- 
gory IX is fixed in new category VI and the Junior 
Chargehands arc placed in grade ‘D’ prescribed for 
Technical and Supervisory staff whereas the petitioners 
should have been fixed under Grade ‘C and that Jun- 
ior Assistant Chargemen shown as Item No. 6 under 
fhe heading Engineering Department art wage 79 of the 
Centra] Wage Board for the Coal Mini, g Industry 
Volume I is the same as Junior Chargehand and that 
if (he petitioner was continued in his old scale the 
petitioner would be drawing more pay than what hs^ 
been given now to him and that the respondent ought 
to have fixed the petitioner only in grade ‘C’ but not 
in Grade ‘D’. On the other hand it is contended by 
the learned counsel for the respondent that wlv 11 
there are number of scales prior to the Wage Board 
recommendations several persons in the several grades 
have to be fitted in their respective grades as per the 
Wage Board recommendations, that even persons who 
were in the scale of Rs, 70-100 and who were in cate- 
gory VI like the persons who were in the scale of 
Rs. 48-100 were also placed in grade ‘D’ just like the 
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petitioner and that it the petitioner’s contention is 
accepted then those persons also would similarly ask 
ior revision of the grades and that it is only by taking 
into consideration the scales of pay and the old cate- 
gories as Ihey existed prior to the Wage Board recom- 
mendations, the petitioner and others were fixed up 
in the relevant grades following the recommendations 
of the Wage Board and that there is no justification 
for the petitioner in asking the respondent to place 
him in grade ‘C’. 

12, A perusal of page 78 of the Wage Board recom- 
mendations shows that while fixing ihe wage structure 
in the Technical and Supervisory Staff and their 
scales of pay the Wage Board, bearing in mind the 
responsibilities and duties of the Technical and Super- 
visory Staff, divided it into C grades i.c. A to H and 
fixed the scales of basic pay as shown therein. No- 
doubt a perusal of page 79 of the Wage Board recom- 
mendations shows that taking into consideration that 
no specific scales of pay were prescribed by the 
Mazumdar Tribunal, the Wage Board had to recom- 
mend the scales of ' pay for tho employees in the 
Engineering Department as shown in the table and 
that the Wage Board treating the Assistant Foremen 
Electrical/Mechanical, Junior Assistant Chargcmen, 
Shi! i-in-Charge Elec. Mech. and Assistant Electrician 
as Assistant Foremen Electrical/Meelianieal fixed 
grade “C’ but it does not mean that it is only mini- 
mum scale that has been fixed for the staff working 
in the Engineering Department as is now contended 
for the petitioner, From the evidence it is seen that 
there had been different scales of pay and different 
categories prior to the Wage Board recommendation-; 
and the Wage Board recommendations do not cover 
rill the differeht categories in this Company. Though 
the petitioner now wants to equate the designation 
of Junior Chargehand to the new designation of 
Assistant Foremen Electrical/Mcchantcal mentioned in 
the Wage Board recommendations, the evidence in this 
case and the nature of the work done by the petitioner 
shows that he cannot come under the new designa- 
tion or under the existing designation shown at page 
79 of the Wage Board recommendations. The old 
category in which the petitioner was working prior 
to the Wage Board recommendations and the scale of 
pay that he was drawing also should he taken into 
consideration for the purpose of imp'ementing the 
recommendations of the Wage Boaid. Now the 
evidence shows that the Chargehands who were in 
the grades of Rs. 70-158 ;,nd Rs. 115-200 wpre placed 
In grade ‘C’ for which the scale of nay is Rs. 245-440. 
Admittedly the petitioner was In the old scale of 
Rs. 48-100 in old category VI. The evidence also 
shows that there wore others also in the same old 
category VI who were in thp old scale of pay of 
Rs. 70-100 and that they were also placed in grade 
‘D\ So virtually the petitioner’s present request 
appears to be that he wants the same grade 'C’ that 
is given to the persons who were In tho scales of 
Rs. 70-158 and Rs. 115-200. Centainly it could never 
have been the intention of tho Wage Board to fix 
any minimum scale for the Engineering Department 
in such a way as to make the versons in the old 
scales of nay of Rs. 48-100 and Its. 70-100 and Rs. 
70-158 and Rs. 115-200 to draw the now scale of pav 
of Rs. 245-440. All that can he said in the present 
case is that the Wage Board had taken into considera- 
tion only certain existing designations at the lime of 
making the recommendations and given thorn new 
designations and fixed the grade and the new con- 
solidated basic scale of nay in respect of those 
grades so far as the Engineering Depnrlment is con- 
cerned. So it does not. mean that every person work- 
ing in the Engineering Department should be placed 
only In Grade ‘C’ in the scale of pay of Rs. 245-440. It 
is the sacle of pay that was drawn prior to the re- 
commendations of the Wage Board and also the old 
categories in which these persons were working that 

should he taken into consideration and 

the fitment should be made as per the 

recommendations of the Wage Board as 
per the saole of basic pay and grades A to R 


fixed for the Technic*! and Supervisory Staff the 
scale of pav as shown at page i8 of the recommenda- 
tions of (be Wage Board. Now the evidence of M. 
Vv r . 1 is that all the workers working in the old scale 
of Rs. 45-100 were placed in the grade of Rs. 205-337 
find the evidence of M.W. 2 is that while implement- 
ing the Wage Board the grade of Rs. 205-337 was given 
as recommended for the Technical and Supervisory 
staff. When persons who were in the scales of Rs. 
70-158 and 11s. 115-200 were placed in grade "S’ in 
the scale of Rs. 245-440, the present claim of the 
petitioner that even though he was in th e old scale 
of Rs. 48-100 he is entitled to be placed in grade ‘C’ 
hut not grade ‘D’ is not at all justified. Considering 
the recommendations of the Wage Board I am 
satisfied that the petitioner was rightly plaeed in 
Grade ‘D’ by the respondent and that he is not entitled 
to be placed in grade ‘C’. 


13. For all the af ’ccs.-iid reason- I hold on (he dis- 
pule that is referred to for adjudication that having 
regard to the rcommendlions of the Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry prescribed for tho 
Technics i/Supervisory Staff of the Engineering De- 
pxrlment under Chapter VIII the Management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudem 
is justified in allotting Sri K, Viswanadhan Junior 
Chargehand, Engineering Department (Water Supply), 
Kothagudem Division the grade ‘D’ of Rs. 205-337 and 
so the workman is not entitled to any relief, 


Award is passed accordingly. 


Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
correctly by me and given under my hand and the seal 
of this Tribunal, this the 24th day of April, 1972. 

(Sd.) P. S. Avantu, 
Industrial Tribunal. 


Appendix of Evidence 


Witnesses examined for Petitioner: 

W. W. l.~ Kasi Viswanathan. 

W. W. 2.--C. R. Radhakrishan, 

W. W. 3. — S. K. Srinivasan. 

Witnesses examined for Respondent . 

M. W. 1.— P. S. Satyababu. 

M. W. 2.—... Ranganalhan 

Documents exhibited for Petitioner : 

Ex. W. 1. — Promotion older dated 26th March, 1964 
of Kasi Viswanathan rs Junior Charge- 
hand, 

Ex. W. 2. — Views of the Management, Singareni Col- 
Icries Co. Ltd. Kothagudem, dated 13th 
December, 1568. 


Documents exhibited for Respondent: 


Ex. 


Ex. 

Ex. 

Ex. 

Ex, 

Ex. 

Ex. 


M. 1.-— Circular dated 27th January, 1968 issued 
by the Management in respect ol im- 
plementation of the recommendations 
of tho Wage Board for monlhly rated 
stall. 

Ex. M. 2. -Overall picture of Financial position of 
the coinpanv from 1965-60 to 1969-70. 

M. 3,— Balance Sheet for 1965-66. 

M. 4.- -Balance Sheet for 1966-67 

M. 5. — Balance Sheet for 1967-63. 

M, 6. — Balance Sheet for 1963-69. 

M 7 — Balance Sheet for 1969-70. 

M, 8, M. W. 2 of U. Shivarai recorded on loth 

June, 1971 m t D. No. 24 of 1969. 


Sd.) P. S. ANANTir, 


Industrial Tribunal. 
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S.O. 1315. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, 
in the' industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Banksimulia 7/8 Pits 
Cajheiv of Messrs Bengal Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Dishergarh, District Burdwan and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the Kith May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 62 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank- 
simulia 7/8 Fits Colliery of Messrs Bengal 
Coal Company Limited, 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N, Bagcbi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance; 

On behalf of Employers .- — Sri D, Narsingh, Advocate. 
On behalf of Workmen . — Sri B. S. Azad, General 

Secretary, Khan Shramik Congress, 

State: West Bengal Industry: Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-1912/30/71-LR.II, dated 20th April, 
1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment,), referred the 
following industrial dispute existing between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Banksimulia 
7/8 Fits Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal Company 
Limited and their workmen, to this Tribunal, for 
adjudication, namely; 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of Baiiksi- 
mulia 7/8 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal 
Coal Company Limited, Post Office Dishcr- 
garh. District Burdwan was justified in not 
placing Sarvshri Paresh Bhudra and Sk. 
Khudush. Pump Khalasis in Category III from 
October, 1909? If not, to what relief are the 
workmen concerned entitled and from what 
date?” 

2. The notice of the reference was issued by the 
order dated 0th May 1971. On 7th June 1971 the 
management made an application praying for exten- 
sion of time to file the statement ot case. II was 
allowed time upto 21st June 1971. The management 
filed its statement of case on 22nd June 1971, The 
union that had received notice on 22nd May 1971 fell 
into a deep sleep never to wake up till before 7th 
April 1972 when a statement of case was filed bv the 
union without showing any reason for such inordinate 
delay. It was therefore rejected. A copy of chat 
statement was perhaps received by the management. 
So, the management had put in a rejoinder on 24th 
Apiil 1972 against the union's rejected statement of 
rase. Then the union - again came and filed a state- 
ment of case afresh showing sufficient cause of delay. 
The delay was condoned and the statement of case was 
received, The management’s rejoinder, however, was 
rejected. To day the management showed cause why 
tney filed a rejoinder without taking leave. The 
management has pointed out that till it had received 
the statement of rase of the union, it had no occasion 
to fiie the rejoinder and the statement of case of the 
union raised a new question of fact which required 
to be met. So, the rejoinder was filed though with- 
out leave. The cau.i* shown was found satisfavlmy 


and was accepted, and the rejoinder was also accepted 
in modification of the order dated 25th April 19 <2. 

3. Now, the management in its statement of ease in 
paragraph 3 stated That the refrence was bad in law 
as there was no industrial dispute between the em- 
ployer and the workmen in regard to the matter re- 
ferred to for adjudication. The union’s second state- 
ment of case, which was accepted on 1st Muy 1972, in 
paragraph 6 states that on 10th. August 1970 th© work- 
men Dy a petition requested the management to place 
them in category III and referred in that paragraph 
one Annexurc being' Annexure ‘A’, which however 
was not appended, with the statement but was per- 
haps appended with the earlier statement of case 
which was rejected. In paragraph 8 of the union's 
statement ot case it is stated that the union of which 
the workmen were und are members took up the cause 
of the workmen and placed the dispute before the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner, Asansol for Its in- 
tervention. There was certainly failure in the conci- 
liation proceedings over the dispute and the Govern- 
ment when received the failure report referred the 
dispute for adjudication by this tribunal. 

4. Mr. D. IJarsingh referring to the statement of 
case filed by ihe management initially submitted that 
in paragraph 3 of its statement of case the manage- 
ment categorically stated that there existed no indus- 
trial dispute between the management and the work- 
men regarding the matter referred to for adjudica- 
tion. in reply thereto the union stated that on IOlh 
August 1970 the two workmen made a joint petition 
to the management claiming that they should be 
placed in category III and referred to Annexure A 
which contains certain remarks of the heirarchv of 
the management's officers. Mr. Narsingh pointed out 
that in the statement of ease filed by the union which 
has been accepted on 1st May 1972 it has only been, 
stated particularly in paragraph 8 that after the work- 
men made the petition dated 10th August 1970 to the 
management, the union took up the cause of the 
workmen and applied for conciliation before the 
Conciliation Officer and that there is no statement in 
the statement of case filed by the union either in the 
rejected one or in thg accepted one that the union 
raised the demand on behalf of the two workmen be- 
fore the management on a particular date either orally 
or by written communication and that the nnion f s 
demand was rejected or was not conceded to by the 
management. So, on this state of facts Mr. Narsingh 
submitted that when the union on behalf of the two 
individual disputant did not raise a dispute in its 
collective persons before the management, such failure 
of the union fell within the mischief of law as laid 
down by the Supreme Court's decision in the case of 
Sindhu Resettlement Corporation vs. Industrial Tri- 
bunal Gujai-at, 1968 I LLJ, p. 834, and by the Delhi 
High Court’s decision in Feeder Lloyed & Co. vs. Lt. 
Go.mnor, Delhi, F.L.R. 1970 (20) p. 383. 

5. Mr. Arad, General Secretary of the union represent- 
ing the workmen however submitted that there was 
n litter in his file addressed to the management rais- 
ing the demand on behalf of the workmen. But it 
was pointed out to him that in the two statements 
of case filed for the workmen by the union, the union 
never staled that either orally or in writing the 
union espousing the cause of the workmen made a 
demand of the management whereupon .the manage- 
ment refused to concede to that demand and that 
thereafter the union approached the Government with 
the demand. Upon the statement of case filed by 
both the parlies, issues on facts and law arise for 
adjudication covering ihe matter in dispute 1 referred 
to for adiudication. In the present case, the manage- 
ment filed tw Q statements of case, one original and 
another rejoinder. The union filed two statements of 
case, one rejected and another accepted, So, I have got 
before me four written documents. The preliminary 
point regarding the legal comnctency of the dispute 
being an industrial dispute and its reference for ad- 
judication to the tribunal need be decided upon the 
pleadings and if necessary evidence upon the issue 
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raised on facts pleaded in the pleadings, when rele- 
vant, may be taken. Mr. Azad submitted that on the 
pointed out that evidence could be given if only the 
relevant facts had been pleaded in the union’s state- 
ment of case to counter the fact pleaded in manage- 
ment’s statement of case, but if the relevant fact is 
not pleaded in the pleadings, the evidence in proof 
of a fact not pleaded would be irrelevant, The fact, 
whether, and when the union made the demand of 
the management is very vital and must be specifically 
pleaded. Therefore, no evidence can now be taken 
on the issue from either side. Only on the pleadings 
the preliminary point is to be decided, in the circums- 
tances of the present case. 

6. I have categorically discussed the relevant con- 
tents of the statement ot case filed by both the parties. 
The only Question is whether in view of the state- 
ment of case hied by the union for the workmen, 
wherein it has not been stated that the union espous- 
ing the cause of the two work' en raised the demund 
before the management and Uliil it had refused to 
accede to the demand, the d: J '*uie under reference 
could he considered in law as an industrial dispute 
capable of being referred to for adjudication by the 
Government in view of the two decisions ( vide 
Sindhu Resettlement Corporation vs. Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Gujarat, 1968 I ULJ, 834 SC and Feeder UJoyed 
& Co., vs. Lt. Governor, Delhi, F.L.R, 1970 (20) p. 
383 — (Delhi High Court), which have become locus 
classicus in industrial jurisprudence. As the union 
had not any time taken up the dispute, referred to 
tor adjudication before the management, it does not 
come within the definition of “industrial dispute” in 
Section 2 (it) of the Industrial Disputes Act and with- 
in the principles laid down by the two decisions 
already referred to. ft the dispute is not an industrial 
dispute, Section 10 of the Act does not come into 
operation and the reference of the dispute for adjudi- 
cation by the Government to this tribunal, which is 
not an industrial dispute, becomes incompetent in 
law and upon such reference the tribunal acquires 
no jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute which is not 
an industrial dispute. 

7. In the result, this reference Is found to be in- 
competent and cannot, therefore, be entertained by 
ttiis tribunal in exercise of its jurisdiction tor ad- 
judication. Accordingly, it is rejected. 

This is my award. 

(Sd.) S. N. Bauchi, 
Presiding Officer. 

Dated the 9th May, 1972. 

[No. L/1012/30/72-LRII.J 

S.O. 1376. — In pursuance of section 17 of the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1647 , the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Cal- 
cutta, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of P. D. Kajora Col- 
liery, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 16th May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 58 of 1971 

Parties; 

Employers in relation to the management of P. D. 
Kajora Colliery, 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Pf^sent; 

Sri S. N. Bafchi, Prwiding Officer. 


Appearances: 

On behalf of Employers.— Absent. 

On behalf Of Workmen .— Sri Susabhan Roy, Advocate, 

Statu; West Bengal Industry: Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. 0/78/70-LR.IJ. dated 21st April, 1971 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment), referred the following industrial 
dispute existing between the employers in relation to 
the management of P. D. Kajora Colliery and their 
workmen, to this tribunal, tor adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the action of the management of P. D. 
Kajora Colliery, Post Office Kajoragram, Dis- 
trict Burdwan in stupping the workmen from 
work with effect from the 20th October, 1970 
was justified lt not, to what relict the 
workmen are entitled?’’ 

2. The reference was received by this tribunal on, 
28th April, 197t and was registered, Notices were 
issued to both the parties. The management made an 
application on 8th May, 1971 for extension of date 
fixed tor filing the statement of case. The date was 
extended to 28th May, 1971. On 28th May, 1971 the 
union representing the workmen prayed for extension 
of time to ilie their written statement. The date was 
extended to 5th June, 1971. On 4th June, 1971 the. 
management against applied for further extension ot 
time to file its statement of case. The prayer was 
refused. The workmen represented by the union filed 
the statement of case on 3rd July, 1971. On 21st 
March, 1972, date was fixed tor fixing peremptory 
hearing of the case to 3rd April, 1972. The manage- 
ment m the meantime addressed a letter lo the Tribu- 
nal which has already been dealt with in the order 
passed in the order sheet. ■Ultimately the manage- 
ment did not file its statement of case. On the date 
fixed l'oi tne hearing, the management appeared 
ttirough one Sree Dutta with a petition for adjourn- 
ing the ease. This petition has been dealt with m 
thy order passed and recorded in the ordersheet, For 
the management, Sree Dutta prayed for adjourning 
the case which was refused (vide Order sheet). The 
ease was taken up for ex-purte hearing. The union 
was represented by its learned Advocate Mi. Susobhon 
Roy. 

3. The Union in its statement of case asserted that 
the management and the union after long delibera- 
tions entered into two agreements, one dated 23rd 
December, 1969, and the other dated 29th December. 
1969 in respect of the implementation of the Coal 
Wage Board recommendations. But in spite of the 
said agreements the management wilfully violated 
the same and have not implemented the terms of the 
said agreements. In paragraph 4 ot the statement 
of cuse, it is stated that when the workmen agitated 
for the implementation of the said agreements, the 
management stopped the work of nearly 25 workmen 
who are important members of the union between the 
period from 8th September, 1970 to 2ath October, 1970 
for which the union protested and raised a dispute 
with the competent authority. On and from 20th 
October, 1970 the management locked out th« mine 
except timbering and the pumping operations. .In the 
timbering department the management resorted to 
unfair labour practice and victimisation, with work- 
men when they refused work, particularly old and 
regulur timber mazdoors and rmstries, and began to 
recruit new hands. As the workmen protested against 
all such illegal practices, the management hired 
goondas and antisocial elements from outside to evict 
workmen belonging to the Union by force. A serious, 
incident took place on 20th October, 1970 whereupon 
the police case had been started. The management 
thereafter dictating their own terms allowed some 
workmen to resume their duty. The workmen men- 
tioned in Annexure A to the statement of case who 
refused to yield to the unjust terms of the manage- 
ment were not allowed to join their duty since 20th 
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October, 1970. The union protested against this un- 
i.i . j.ui uciivities ot tne management and raised their 
demand to the management to the effect that stoppage 
of work uom 2uth October, 1970 was illegal and that 
all the workmen mentioned in Annexure A should be 
allowed to resume their duties and paid their dues tor 
the period of stoppage of work. The management, 
did not accede to the same demand nor did they give 
any reply to the union’s demand wherefor the union 
raised u dispute before the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner t C ) , Asansoi who sent notice for conciliation 
to the parties but in spile of receipt of the notice the 
management did not attend the conciliation proceed- 
ings, The stoppage of work of the workmen men- 
tioned in Annexure A on and from 20th October, 1070 
was illegal, unjust, malaflde and as a matter of fact 
amounted to victimisation and unfair labour practice. 
The union prays that the stoppage of work of the 
workmen mentioned in Annexure A from 20th Octo- 
ber, 1970 by the management ol the P. D. Kajora. 
colliery should be held unjust and that the workmen 
whose names are mentioned ip Annexure A thereto 
should be entitled to their full wages for the period 
of their illegal stoppage of work. 

4. It has been found that even the copy of the state- 
ment of case for tile workmen, represented by the 
union that was forwarded to the Manager of the P. D. 
Kajora colliery to its proper address was refused by 
the Manager. It appears from the statement of case 
filed by the union representing the workmen that 
there were two agreements between the management 
and the union regarding implementation of the Coal 
Wage Board recommedations. Ext. W-2 and W3. The 
agreement dated 23rd December, 1969 is Ext, W2 unci 
the agreement Ext. W3 is dated 29th December, 1969, 
Ext. W2 relates to the payment of V.D.A,, D.A., cur- 
rent and arrear. The agreement Ext. W3. relates lo 
the payment of wages to workmen, both current and 
arrears. The matters in the agreements relates to 
Coal Wage Board recommendations- The Organising 
Secretary of the Union i.e. 'the Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha (AITUC) wrote a better, Ext.Wl, to the Mana- 
ger of the colliery on 20th October, 1970. That letter 
will show that the workmen went to the colliery for 
reporting to duty but they were not allowed to re- 
sume their duties bv the management cxecept some 
essential workmen. In that letter it is stated that 
the workmen were agitating for sometime for imple- 
mentation of te Wage 3oard recommendations and 
the various agreements entered into between the par- 
ties. It was further stated in that latter that the 
management instead of concecdmg to the just demand 
of the workmen, took a malaflde, illegal and unjust 
action on 20th October, 1970 refusing work to the 
workmen thereby forcing their unemployment. The 
union also demanded wages for the period of unemp- 
loyment. On 23rd October, 1970, vide Ext-W4, the 
Organising Secretary of the union addressed a lleHer 
to the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Asansoi complaining that on and from 20th October, 
1970 the management of the colliery resorted to il- 
legal and malaflde loew-out without any notice 
and did not allow old workmen to resume their 
duties while new recruitment was continuing against 
which the workmen protested. On 20th October, 1970 
when the workmen reported to the Manager for re- 
sumption of their duties they were not allowed to 
resume their duties except seme essential workmen. 
The workmen apjproached the management for their 
jobs but they were told that they might go home. The 
refusal was a clear lock-out and the management’s 
action was illegal and malafldes. Some work of tim- 
bering is continuing and new men are working while 
the old workmen are sitting Idlle. The Organising 
Secretary requested the Assistant Labour Commission- 
er (C), Asansoi to take action against the management 
for illegal lock-out and allow all the workmen to re- 
sume their duties with full back wages- Ext.W5 is 
the copy of a letter by the Assistant Labour Commis- 
sioner, Central Raniganj, This letter conveys the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner’s proposal to hold a 
conciliation proceedings on 12th November, 1970 at 


3 P.M, at his office at Raniganj. The letter was ad- 
dressed to the Agent of the colliery concerned with a 
copy to the Oiganising Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Asansoi. Ext, W6 is g letter duled 26lh (Jclo- 
ber, 1970 Issued by the Regional Labour Commission- 
er (Central) Asansoi to Assistant Labour Commission- 
er (Raniganj) over the subject oi the alleged illegal 
and malaflde lock-out by '.he management on and from 
20th October, 1970 without any notice. Referring to 
the letter of the Organising Secretary, Colliery Mu/do- 
or Subha dated 23rd October, 1970 the Regional Lab- 
our Commissioner requested the Assistant Labour 
<-<immissi )ner to interveno and t 0 do the needful and 
report the action taken. Ext. \V7 is the Failure re- 
port by the Assistant Labour Commissioner to the 
Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour. In that letter it is clearly stated that the 
Union was present but the management did not turn 
up in spigg of notice. Accordingly a failure report 
was submitted to the appropriate Government and 
the Government has icfcired the industrial dispute 
for adjudication bv this Tribunal. But, as I have 
already observed the conduct of th.e management has 
been obstructed to the progress of the proceedings be- 
fore this tribunal. 

5. The reference is, ‘‘whether th e action of the ma- 
nagement of P. D. Kajora Colliery. Post Office Kajora- 
gram, District Burdwan in stopping the workmen from 
work with effect from the 20th October, 1970 
was justified? If not, to whnt relief the 
workmen are entitled?” On 20th October, 1970, a s 1 
have already pointed out, vide Ext. Wl, the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha (AITUC) sponsoring the cause of the 
workmen, through its Organising Secretary wrote a 
letter to the manager of the Colliery concerned over 
the subject of refusal of employment to the workmen 
by way of illegal and vuilafide lock-out. The penul- 
timate' paragraph of the letter reads as follows: 

"In this circumstances I would request you to al- 
low the workers to resume their duty without 
further delay. In this connection, it is to be 
noted that th e concerned workers are entitled 
to full wage s for the period of forced un- 
employment.” 

So, a demand for and on behalf of the workmen by 
the Union was made of the manugemgnt on 2()th 
October, 1970. The Manager gave no reply. There- 
upon on 23rd October, 1970, Ext. W4. the Union ap- 
proached the Assistant Labour Commissioner, Asansoi. 
In that letter the following pertinent paragiaphs 
appears, 

‘‘Old workmen were not allowed to resume their 
duty while new recruitment are continuing. 
The workmen protested against malpratices of 
the management. Now, all of a sudden when 
the workmen reported for duty oil 20th October, 
1970, they were not allowed to resume their 
duty except some essential workmen. They 
have been approehed the management for job 
but they were told at present you people can go 
home. This is a clear ease of lock-out and the 
action of the management is illegal and rnala~ 
fide. Every-day workmen went for duty but 
they were not allowed ^ Ao so. 

Secondly some work of timbering is continuing and 
new men are working ? '-*'*» while old workmen 
are sitting.” 

On receipt of the aforesaid leMvr the Conciliation Offi- 
cer Issued the letter, Ext. W5, **• the management and 
to the union. The conciliation rr-weedinfis commenced 
and continued ex-parte as th» management did not 
attend conciliation proceedings. Accordingly a failure 
report was sent to the appropriate Government (Ex. 
W7). Ext. W8 Is another most revealing document. 
It Is dated 25th November, lfntb addressed by N. S. 
Vorma, Labour Enforcement Officer (C), Runtganj. 
A copy of this letter was forwarded to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (C) , Asansoi and to the Orga- 
nising Secretary and General Secretary of Khan 
Mazdoor Sangh. The Labour Enforcement Officer 
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visited the colliery lor claims of workmen lor areyr 
wages arising out of non-implementation ot 
the Wage Board recommendation according to 
of P, D, Kajoru colliery, on 22nd December, 1969. In 
spite of his best efforts the officer was not able to pre- 
pare the claimshect for want of necessary records at the 
colliery. The officer suggested that the unions may pro- 
ceed under Section 33C(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
for computation of the arrears available to the workers 
due to non-implementation of the said agreements. Ext. 
WO is the letter dated 19th May, 1971. of the Labour En- 
forcement Officer (Central! to the General Secretary, 
Colliery Mazdoor Sabha wherein he referred to his visit 
to the colliery on 25th May, and complained that the 
management had not produced the relevant records to 
be maintained under the various labour laws for which 
the officer could not prepare the claims in respect of 
various legal dues of the workmen which were still then 
outstanding. He asked assistance from the General 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha. ^sonsol, in preparing 
the claim of legal dues about the leave wages. Profit 
sharing bonus, earned wages on the basis of the state- 
ments ot the workers. 

6, Now, it cannot, therefore, be contended by any 
stretch of imagination that no industrial dispute arose 
on 2ihh October, 1970, and Is not now continuing in re- 
gard to the lock-out and replacement of workers who 
were locked out. The management refused to concede 
to the demand of the um on over the issue. So, the Con- 
ciliation officer on the application of the union acquired 
jurisdication to conciliate. Th^ management refused to 
a l Lend the conciliation proceedings. Hence, the concili- 
ation officer submitted his failure report of the concili- 
ation proceedings held ex-p arte to lh e appropriate Go- 
vernment. Therefore, the appropriate government ac- 
quired jurisdiction to refer the dispute as in the Sche- 
dule to the reference for adjudication by this Tribunal. 
The tribunal give ample opportunity to the management 
to file its statement of case and to take part in the pro- 
ceedings of adjudication but the management did not for 
reasons already recorded in the ordersheet take part in 
lhe proceedings and attempted to create obstructions to 
the expeditious heuring of the case In this adjudication 
proceedings which is pending from 28th April, 1971. 
The Annexure A to the statement of case filed by the 
Union, a copy of which is appended to this award, 
would show that pick miner 120. Underground tram- 
mers 21, Su'face trammers 11, Timber Mazdoors 
8, Haulage Khalasis 5, Pump Khalasis 3, 
Onsetlers 2, Sweepers Z, Boiler Fireman 2, 
Line Mazdoor 2, Wagoan loaders 10, Mun- 
shis 2, Mining Sirdars 2, Chaprasi and guard 3. Clerk 1. 
W.E. Khalasi 1 numbering in all 195 workmen had been 
lorked out by the management on and from 20th Octo- 
ber 1970. According to the union the motive for the lock 
out' was that the management did not implement the 
Coal Wage Board recommendations for the benefit of 
the workmen wherefor the workmen raised agitation. 
However, between the management and the workmen 
two agreements in December, 1969 were singed rega- 
rding implementation of the Wage Board recommenda- 
tions. But the management did not upto 20th October. 
1970, honour any of the terms of the two agreements. So, 
the workmen again began to raise agitations. To vic- 
timise the workmen, the management declared a lock out 
followed by replacement of locked out workmen by those 
who obeyed the management’s dictates and had no 
adherence to the union to which the locked out regular 
workmen belonged. It appears from the documentary 
evidence vide Ext. W8 and W9 and WG that the manage- 
ment took obstructive-attitude towards the official ac- 
tion attempted t D he taken of by the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner and the Labour Enforcement Officer when 
they attempted to determine th e cause of the dispute 
and to work out the claims of the workmen concerned. 
Even before the Labour Enforcement Officer the mana- 
gement failed to piodue 0 statutory records and registers 
(in demand. This happened when the lockout was con- 
tinuing. vide. Ext. W8 dated 25th November, 1970 and 
Ext. W9 dated 19th May, 1971. It Is also clear from Ext. 
W1 dated 20th October, 1970, the letter written by the 
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Organising Secretary of the Union to the Manager that 
the refusal of the management to employ workers other 
than essential workers on and from 20th October, 1970, 
amounted tq undeclared lockout which was unjustified, 
illegal and malaflde % 'mere is no material to hold that 
the Manager chcf'rfdf''receive the loiter but it can be held 
on the materials on record that the Manager did nut re- 
ply to the letter Ext. Wl. On 23rd Uctuuer. 1970 the 
Organising Secretary in the letter Ex. W4 stated among- 
st other tilings that the old workmen were not allowed 
to resume their duty while new recruitments are con- 
tinuing in their place. The workmen protested against 
the mal-pratices of the management. The Organising 
Secretary ill that letter also informed the Assistant La- 
bour Commissioner that the management’s action in not 
allowing workers except some essential workmen from 
resuming their duty was a case of clear lockout and as 
such it was illegal and malaflde. It is now clear that 
195 workers of different categories are not being allowed 
to resume without any fair notice their respective duties 
on and from 20th October, 1070 by the "m a nag e ment of 
the colliery, and that In their place som e new hands 
have been recruited. The colliery is sllll now a going 
concern. So. it may be presumed that a colliery cannot 
he a going concern if 195 workmen of dilferent catego- 
ries are locked out unless all or some of those catego- 
ries of workmen have been recruited on the replacement 
of the old workmen as mentioned in Annexure A to the 
statement, of cas P filed by the union on behalf of the 
workmen. Section 2(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
defines lock-out as-"Locic out means the closing of a place 
of employment, or the suspension of work, or the refu- 
sal by an employer to continue to employ any number 
of persons employed by him”. So, the lock out. as In 
the present case, is the refusal by the employer to fur- 
nish available work to its 195 regular employees. 195 
regular employees of different categories have been lock- 
ed out from the colliery but tli e colliery is still a going 
concern. Jt can be a going concern only when in place 
of locked out regular employees new entrants are re- 
cruited and employed by the colliery. So, the work to 
the regular employees that have been locked out is 
aviluble but Lhe employer is refusing to furnish such 
available work to his ..regular employees and furnishing 
such work to new entrants in their place. Section 
2(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act there is the sentence. 
“Or lhe refusal by an employer t 0 continue to employ 
any untn Per of persons employed by him.” The expres- 
sion indicates that where lucre is work available in an 
industry which was being pet formed - by the regular em- 
ployees, the employer refused to employ regular emp- 
loyees to available work. Such a situation created by 
the employer vis-a-vis the employee i.e. the workmen, 
is a lockout. (America) Ship Building Company vs. 
N.L.R.B., 380 U.S., 300, 321. (1965). fn the present case 
the work is available but the employer refused to fur- 
nish work to regular employees. 

7. Now, whether it is illegal and malaflde. If in a 
situation like this when the work is available in the col- 
liery but the management of the colliery refused to emp- 
loy the regular employees and In place of the regular 
employees has recruited new entrants, the lock-out is 
not only illegal but malaflde and also smacks of unfair 
labour practice. The new entrants are certainly those 
who are not adherents to the views of the regular em- 
ployees who are union members and on whose behalf 
the union entered into two agreements with the mana- 
gement relating to terms and conditions of service of the 
regular employees, which I have already mentioned 
earlier in this dceesion. The employer’s conduct in this 
rase is inherently destructive to the employees’ protected 
rights t.e. to join a union and to continue to be members 
in the union ai d to have their grievances agitated be- 
io-c the management and the authorities through the 
union. If it was a legal nnd bonafide lockout, the mana- 
gement in this case, would not have, after refusing em - 
ployinent to 195 regular employees as stated in Annex- 
ure A, recruited new employees in their place, and with- 
out such new recruitment the management could not 
have run the colliery from which 105 regular wnployees 
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be*«n lurkcrl out. The entire action of the mana- 
gement in refusing employment to 195 regular employee* 
and in recruiting new hands in tlioir place is a malafide 
and illegal lock out. In Harvard Law Review-Volume 
85-January, 1072-No. 3 at page G80, the problem 01 
employer’s lock-out with temporary replacement that 
was me subject matter ot a decision of an American 
Federal Court ill the case of Indian Trucking Company 
vs. N.L.R.B.. 440 F.2d, 562 (7th Circuit) 02, Supreme 
Court 106(1071) was discussed and reviewed. In re- 
viewing tne case the learned Reviewer at page 681 of 
Harvaid Law Review observed: "The Inland Trucking 
kin, Ho,\ era’ use of the lock out in eomihatiun with tem- 
porary replacement as a bargaining weapon created a 
case of first impression m the Federal Court. Earlier 
decisions had permitted the lockout as a means to exert 
pressure on a union during collective bargaining; tem- 
porary replacement, however, had been sanctioned only 
when used to protect business interest not directly re- 
lated to the negotiations, but which were jeopardised by 
petential strikes. The case before me Is in all four with 
the Inland Trucking Company’s case. In the case 
before me the negotiations between the employer and 
employees resulted In two agreements. The employer 
refused to honour the agreements. The employees 
raised agitation but there was no imminent threat of 
any strike. They demanded of the employer that the 
terms of the two agreements should be honoured and 
implemented. But the management refused to do that. 
As a retaliatory measure against the workmen who weie 
members of the union, 195 regular employee of different 
categories were locked out by th e management without 
notice and the management began to recruit and employ 
new hands in their place since those new entrants 
would be under the control of the management and 
would not alienate their allSgience to the union of which 
the locked out employees arc the member. This mrilu- 
Jtdc lock out was motivated, following the negotiations 
over (he terms and conditions of service of. the regular 


employees, who were union members, that had heen 
sponsored by the union resulting in the two agieemenls 
arrived at between the management and the union 
which the management ultimately refused to honour. 
Ther was no potential threat of strike by the workmen 
or the union representing the workmen when on 20th 
October, 1970, 195 workmen who were regular employees 
and came to the colliery to attend to their duties and 
were then and there locked out by the management. 
Accordingly, replacement of regular employees who had 
been thus locked out. as is bemy done by the manage- 
mciu following an illegal lock out by the management, 
is not only malafi.de and illegal but also is a species of 
unfair labour practice. 

8. So, I hold on the materials now before me that the 
action of the management of P. D. Kajora colliery in 
stopping the workmen numbering 195 of different cate- 
gories. as specifically described in Annexure A to the 
s atement of case filed by the union, from doing their 
respective work with effect from 20th October, 1970 was 
unjustified under an illegal and malaflde lock out which 
savours oi unfair labour practice, when in place of 
locked out employees the management has been recruit- 
ing new entrants and is still running the colliery, even 
though 195 regular employees had been locked ouf on 
and from 20th October, 1970. Accordingly all the 195 
regular employees of the colliery mentioned in Annex- 
uie A to the statement of case filed by the union which 
shall form part of this award, should be reinstated to 
their respective posts and should get wages in arrear 
with all available allowances from 20th October, 1970 
to the date on which each of them would be reinstated 
to their respective posts, 

This is mv award, 

(Sd.) S. N-.Bagchi 

Presiding Officer. 

Dated, 10 th May, 1972. 

‘A’ 


I. Kalu Mia 
4. .fanki Mahato 
7. Tilak Mahato 
10. Doman Mia 
13. Murat Mahato 
; 6. Moharali Mia 
ig. Suleman Mia] 

22. Bhikan Mia 
25. Kharnan Mia 
28. Dukhi Mahalo 

31. Jamin Mia 
34, Karim Mia 
37. Sukar Mia 
40. Fulu Mia 

43. Aluslim Mia (Ch) 
46. Pachu Mia 
49. Lashkari Mia 

32. Mabnda Huy 
55. Bodi Roy 
58. Raban Majhi 
tu. Kishnn Majahi 
64. Toko Mondal 
67. Atngnri Mia 
70. Kabul Smgh 
73. MahadarTuri 
76. Shamlul Tun 
70. Dugan Tori 
82. Karu Tun (Ch ) 
85. Rameshwar Turi 
88. Samchar Turi 
91. Krishan Turi 
94. Kailu Tun 

97. Sukdcw Turi 
1 qq. Chandru Hazam 
103. Rameswur Rana 
106. Chotclul Roy 
109- Baldcw Singh 
112. Darogi Singh 
1 15. Nasher Alia 
118. Silfapi Mia 


Pick Miners 
2. Chaku Mia 
5. Ratul Mia 
8. Matu Mahato 
ii. Kurban Mia 
14. Toyab Mia 
17. Juman Mia 
20. Ganput Mia 
23. Khamu Mia 
26. Ilnnif Mia tch) 

29- Sadik Mia 
32. Chatm Mia 
35- Imadali Alia 
38. Tsrail Alia 
41. Hamid Mia 
44, Jolil Alia 
47- Kamu Alia 
;o. Bancs war Roy 
53- Bipan Roy 
56. Kharu Kora 
59- Shamlal Alajahi 
62. Pnuchu Majhi 
65. Chatu Singh 
68. Gaful Alia (Cb) 

71. Ramkisan Tun 
74. Ghanashyam Turi 
77- Lashu Turi 
80. Dcgan Tun 
83. Khublal Turi 
86. Molion Tijxi 
89. Charap Turi 
92. Bhuucswar Turi 
95- Alibi Turi 
yH. Sukdeb Turi 
iQ 1. Hari Hazam 
1 04. Sukar Rana 
107. Dasarath Roy 
no. Samar Singh 
1 13- Guli Gope 
116. Latif Alia 
tl9. Hari Mia 


3. Chandaram Mia 
6. Sahid Alia 
9. Doharu Mia 
12. Mohadaui Alia 
15. Arjun Mia 
18. Ghanashyam Mia 
21. Lalmohanimad Mia 
24. Alj Hussain Mia 
27. Suleman Alia (.Bara) 
30. Karimuddin Mia 
33. Jamadli Alia 
36. Khalil Alia 
39. Mas id Alia 
42, Amir Alia 
45, Jadn Alia 
48. Akbar Alia 
51. Goya Roy 
54. Fulchand Mahalo 
37. Rashik Majbhi 
<5 a- Pasaka Majai 
63. Dhananioy Pandit 
66. Azid Mia 
69. Thakur Singh 
72. Gani Turi 
75, Nakul Kora 
78. Bhuneswar Turi 
Kt. Karu Tun (Hr) 

84. Rohon Turi 
87. Dhanki Turi 
90. Kishan Turi 
93. Hakim Tuii 
96- Ramchandra ’i uri 
99. Bisu Hazam 
102. Bhola Hazam 
1 05. Kartick Roy 
108. JiblalRoy 
in, Somor Singh 
114. Suleman Alia (Br) 

1 1 7. Rashid Alia 
120. I-Iabu Kora 
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Underground Trimmers 


1. Jhari Mm 
4, Malhur Mia 
7. HaniJ'Mia 
10. Majir Min 
13. Jatku Mia 
16, Gobra Koia 
19. Amrit Ktta 


22. JobaKnra 
25. Jahaii Bowri 
28. Phani Kora 
31. ApindaKora 
34. Sitnram Dhibar 


2. f Allan™ >1 Mia 
5. Janki Alia 
8. Rajan Mia 
11. Chum Mia 
14. Tipan Alia 
17, Tointi Kora 
20. Indu Kora 

Surface Trammers 

23. Bciny Akuria 
26. Sarad Kora 
29. Rssu Kora 
32. Ch. Indu Kora 
35- Subodh Misra, 


3. Alohammad Mia 
6. Manbharan Alia 
9. Mahaddin Alia 
12, Jamarnddin Mia 
15.I Ganesh Kora 
iS.JPraHadi Tnri 
21. Mangla Majahi 


24. Ganesh Mondo^ 
27. Narad Kora 
30. Khandu Kora 
33. Karu Mia 


36. SahidMia 

39. Khudirani Goswami 


42. Bhuta Kora 
45. Gafin Mia 


47. Dasarath Patra 

Onsetur 

40. Amjad Mia 
53. Garib Hari 
56. Fiilmam Kora (Ash Kain) 


Timber Mazdoors & AHstries 


37. Kishan Singh 
40. Chuna Akuria 


Haulage Khalasi 


43. Kali Sarma 
46. Dhananjoy Gope. 


38. Juraram Gope 
41. Snhadev Roy. 


44. Sankar Akuria 


Pump Khalasi 


48. Mohan Biswas 


49. Nepal Misra 


Stveeptr 


Boiler Fireman 


51. Gopal Gope 52. Habul Hari 

54- Rabi Kora 55, Kalu Seikh 

57. Jagadish Sarma ('Line Mazdoor) 


58. Rani Bowrin 
61. Khandi Kora 
64. Fulmani KoraJ 
67. Laxmi Kora, 


Wagon Loader 

59. Garri Bowrih 
62. Baisakhi Kora 
65. Ch. Khandi Kora 

Munsht 


50. Badal Bowri 
63- Jamuna Kora 
66. Kajali Kora 


68. Khitish Chatterjec 
7Q. Ayub Alia 


Mining Sirdar 
bw 

C'haprashi & Guard 


69. Prafulla Patra 
71. Prabhat Chowdhury 


72. Bhikam Singh 73. Ganu Gope 74. Satish Chartaraj (Lamp Issuer) 

75. Debit Akuria — W. E. Khalashi 76. Kali Charan Mullick — Clerk. 

N.B.— Mistakes in the serial numbers arc mistakes inAnnexure « A’’ of Union’s Written Statement. 


S.O. 1317. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Nimeha Colliery of 
Messrs. Nimeha Coal Company Limited; Post Office 
Raniganj, District Burdwan, and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 16th 
May, 1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 63 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Nim- 
cha Colliery of Messrs. Nimeha Coal Company. 
And 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchl Presiding Officer. 


[No. 6/78/70-LRII,] 

Appearances: 

On behalf of Employers. — Absent. 

On behalf of Workman . — Sri B. Malkhandy, Ba -aL 
Law, 

sauilAt :A»uSnaNl jeSuaR isayyy :niviS 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-1H12/21/71-LR.1I, dated 26th April. 
1071 the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment), referred the following 
Industrial dispute existing between the employers in 
relation to the management of Nimeha Colliery of 
Messrs. Nimeha Coal Company and their workmen, 
to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the suspension of Shrl Asit Kumar Rov, 
General Clerk from the 30th April, 1970 by 
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the management of Nimcha Colliery 
of Messrs. Nimcha Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Ranigonj, District Burdwan is jus- 
tified? If not, t owhat relief is he entitled?” 

2. Notices of reference were issued on 8th May, 1971 
‘t> both the parties. The first notice of the tribunal 
which was sent to the Manager, Nimcha colliery was 
returned with the remark “Left without address”. 
Then the notice was again sent to the Head Office add- 
ress of the compuny. It was received by somebody 
on 16th June, 1971 for the Nimcha colliery vide 
acknowledgement receipt On 9th July, 1971 the union 
filed its statement of case. On 21st March, 1972 the 
tribunal fixed 3rd April, 1972 for fixing the date of 
hearing which was notified to both the parties. On 
3rd April, 1972 the union through its learned Counsel 
Mr. Malkhandy appeared but the management did not. 
2nd May, 1972 was fixed for peremptory hearing and 
notice of the said date was sent per registered post to 
the management at its colliery address and Head Office 
address. On 2nd May, 1972 when the case was called 
on for hearing the management did not appear but 
the union through its learned Counsel appeared. The 
management did not file any statement of ease. So 
the case was taken up ex-p arte. 

3. The wworkmen’s case represented by the Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha (CITU) Is as follows: Sri Aslt Kumar 
Roy was appointed as an Assistant Cashier on 26th 
August, 1984 by the Manager of the Nimcha Coal Com- 
pany Limited. On 29th September, 1967 the workman 
was directed to assist the Despatch dark and Store- 
keeper and was designated as General derk. He is a 
permanent workman. On 30th April, 1970 Roy was sus- 
pended pending enquiry by the Director of the Nimcha 
Coal Company Limited. In paragraph 4 of the state- 
ment of case it is stated that the said order of suspen- 
sion does not indicate that Roy will be entitled to sub- 
sistence allowance as per rules. On 30th April, 1970 a 
chargesheet was issued by the Dlrcetor of Nimcha 
Colliery against Sri Roy with the allegations that he 
was responsible for not submitting raising report, for 
supply of sub-standard and bad coal and for behaving 
Improperly with Jhe customera and railway authorities. 
Sri Roy replied to the said charge In due time denying 
the allegations and asserting that the charges were 
false, fabricated and motivated. A pretended enquiry 
was held on the charges by Sri B. N. Ghosh, Assistant 
Manager of the colliery as an enquiry officer and Sri 
Roy attended the enquiry. After the enquiry was con- 
cluded, Sri Roy was not informed about the result of 
the enquiry nor any intimation was given to him. Sri 
Roy has not been paid his wages since the date of his 
suspension nor Sri Roy has been paid any subsistence 
allowance for the period of suspension as required to 
be given under the rules. The Union asserts that non- 
payment of salary and/or subsistence allowance to Sri 
Roy is illegal, malaflde and arbitrary. The union con- 
tends that Sri Roy ought to have been informed the 
result of the enquiry and that non-payment of wages 
and/or salary and/or wages from 30th April, 1970 is 
illegal arbitrary. The union, therefore, claims the 
following reliefs against the employer as follows: (a) 
a declaration that the order of suspension was illegal, 
arbitrary and malaflde; (b) reinstatement with full 
back wages and continuity of service; (c) a declaration 
that non-payment of subsistence allowance is contrary 
to rules and illegal and for direction to pay lmmedi 
ately all dues under the law. 

4 . Ext. 1 is the letter of appointment dated 26th 
August, 1964 whereby the Manager of the Colliery ap- 
pointed Sri Aslt Kumar Roy as Assistant Cashier of 
the Colliery. Clause 4 of the letter says that his 
services m^y be terminated with a month’s notice on 
either side. Ext. W 2 is a letter dated 29th September’, 
1969 by which the Manager designated the workman as 
General clerk with a direction to assist despatch clerk 
and Storekeeper. Ext. W 3 la an order dated 30th 
April, 1970 which was received by Sri Asit Kumar Roy. 


The Director of Nimcha Coal Company passed the 
order Ext. W. 3 which reads a3 follows; 

‘‘Whereas a disciplinary proceeding against you is 
contemplated now, tberefore, the undersigned 
in exercise of the powers conferred by Buie 
18(1) of Coal Mines Standing Orders nereby 
places you under suspension with unmediaie 
•fleet 

You will, however, be entitled to subsistence 
allowance as per Rules.'’ 

On 30th April 1970 another order was issued which 
is Ext. W. 4 under the signature of the Director of the 
company containing charges with seven heads framed 
under Barograph 18(cj, (i) and (i) of the Coal Mines 
Central Standing Order Rules for wilful insubordina- 
tion and disobedience and habitual neglect of work 
causing wilful damage to work and property. Ext. 
VV a IS tile copy of ine reply to me charges given by 
the workman Aslt Kumar Roy on 6th May. 19/0. Ext. 
W. 6 dated 13th June, 1970 is a letter written by the 
General Manager of Nimetia Coal v.o. Ltd. to the work- 
man intimating him that Assistant Manager B. N, 
Ghosh would hold a departmental enquiry against Sri 
Roy on 24th June, 1970 at 10 a.m. at the N im cha 
colliery office, Sri Roy was requested to attend with 
all relevant papers as well as his witnesses if any. He 
was further informed that if he laded to attend the 
enquiry it would be held in his absence without any 
reference to him. On 24th June, 1970 Sri Roy attend- 
ed the departmental enquiry held by Sri Ghosh. 

5. Now, thereafter he has received no intimation 
as to whether the enquiry has been abandoned and the 
charges have been withdrawn or whether there has 
been a ilnal order disposing of the enquiry on a finding 
that the charges were not proved or on a finding that 
the charges were proved leading to the dismissal of Sri 
Roy from his post. The statement of case filed by the 
union on behalf of the workmen nowhere says that 
any dispute as that referred to for adjudication by 
this tribunal was raised either by Sri Roy or by the 
union espousing the cause of Sri Roy before the man- 
agement and that the management refused to accede 
to Sri Roy's demand or the union’s demand sponsoring 
Sri Roy’s cause. The failure report by the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner, Central, sent to this tribunal 
says that the union raised an industrial dispute in 
their letter dated 11th January, 1971 (copy enclosed) 
before the Assistant Labour Commissioner but no copy 
of that letter along with such report was sent to this 
tribunal, oyer the alleged Illegal suspension of Sri Asit 
Kumar Roy. The Assistant Labour Commissioner 
fixed 22nd January, 1971 for discussion but the man- 
agement failed to attend the discussion. The case was 
adjourned to 1st February, 1971 for holding concilia- 
tion proceedings. The proceedings were adjourned to 
lf)th February, 1971, at the request of both the man- 
agement and the union. On 10th February, 1971 both 
the parties attended and discussed over the dispute. 
The proceedings were again adjourned to 20th Febru- 
ary, 1971 at the instance of both th eparties. On 22nd 
February, 1971, the representative of the union duly 
attended but nobody on behalf of the management par- 
ticipated. Consequently the proceedings were held ex- 
parte and ended in failure (vide the copy of the report 
in record). 

6. Sri Roy gave his evidence. From his evidence It 
appears that when he was suspended he used to draw 
Rs. 250/- as his emoluments per month. He did not 
state that over his suspension he raised any dispute 
before the management. The letter sent by Sri Roy per 
registered post with acknowledgement due to the Direc- 
tor, Nimcha Colliery, Ext. W 8 is dated 2nd December, 
1970 consisting of four paragraphs. The first para- 
graph speaks of suspension, chargesheet, his explana- 
tion and the enquiry and his attending the enquiry, 
and complains that he had not been informed about 
the result of his enquiry. He states In paragraph 1 — 
“I have not yet been received any information from 
your end. It is needless to say that suspension period 
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ls going to complete 8 months.” In second paragraph 
he says. “In your letter dated 30th April, 1970 where 
you admitted that as per rules you would pay subsis- 
tence allowance during suspension period but the same 
has not yet been remitted by your office”. In para- 
graph 3 he states that salary of April, 1970, quarterly 
bonus, profit sharing bonus had not also been remitted 
by the Manager, Nimeha colliery In spite of his perso- 
nal request and letter. The last paragraph reads as 
follows; I think these irregularities are not within your 
knowledge and hope after receiving this prayer you 
will be kind enough to give necessary order for resum- 
ing duty realising the embarasing pecuninary position 
of one of your obedient petty clerks you will be also 
pleased to advise your office to clear up my dues In 
the meantime. ' So by this letter no dispute was raised 
complaining illegality of suspension and domestic 
enquiry. He demanded his arrear claim, etc. and 
arrear suapensh n allowance and prayed that he should 
be allowed to lesume his duty. He did not challenge 
the bonaflde and legality of the suspension order, 
chargesheet an i the enquiry. Sri Roy In his evidence 
stated that the suspension order should be declared 
void and he ; mould be reinstated to his post with back 
wages. 

7. Before an industrial tribunal proceeds to exercise 
its lurid iction In adjudicating an industrial dispute, 
It is incumbent on the tribunal to decide whether 
prima facie the dispute referred to for adjudication is 
an industrial dispute. The prima facie character of 
the industrial dispute must be determined from the 
endings, in this case the statement of ease filed by 
Via union for the workman. The statement of case 
ided by the union consist of 11 pragraphs. Nowhere 
the union stated that the workman Asit Roy made a 
demand of the management of the colliery challenging 
the boi afldea and legality of the suspension order and 
the departmental enquiry and claiming reinstatement 
on that t core to hta post. The statement of case would 
not show that the union that sponsored the cause of 
Sri Roy before the Conciliation officer had, before ap- 
proaching the Conciliation officer, placed the demand 
for. and on behalf of Sri Roy before the management 
of the colliery, asserting that the order of suspension 
and the dep irtmental enquiry were illegal and malaflde 
and that Sri Roy should be reinstated to his post with 
back wages and allowances. It is true that the manage- 
ment has not appeared and has not filed its statement 
of case but that does not absolve the tribunal from 
its legal duty to decide whether it has the prima facie 
. ' urisdictiofi to entertain the dispute under reference 
a ; an industrial dispute and to adjudicate thereon, It 
is needless to sav that in view of the decisions in the 
ca e of Slndhu Resettlement Corporation vs. Industrial 
Tribunal, Gujarat. 1968 I LLJ, p. 834 S.C. and Feeder 
Llo '' Is & Co„ vs Lt. Governor, Delhi, F. L.R. 1970(20) 
p. the materl ils In the statement of case filed by 
ihe Union as well as the failure report would not 
entil e this tribunal to hold that the union, espousing 
ihe e n.se of a slnr.le workman, as in this case, raised 
ihe d.rrand that is now in dispute under the reference, 
before the management, and that the management 
refuse. I to accede to such demand and that thereafter 
the union espousin ; the cause of the single workman 
rul ed the dispute 1 efore the Conciliation Officer. Sec- 
tion 2A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1B47 reads as 
folic we: 

'U ami sal, etc. of an individual workman to be 
deemed to be as industrial dispute — Where 

any employer discharges, dismisses, retrenches 
or otherwise terminates the service of an In- 
dividual workman, any dispute or difference 
betwi en that workman and his employer con- 
nected with or arising out of, such discharge, 
dismissal, retrenchment or termination shall 
be deemed to be an industrial dispute not- 
withstanding that no other workman nor any 
uni an of w orkman Is a party to the dispute,” 

There has boen neither any discharge nor dismissal 
noi. ten finatiiu of rervi.ee of Sri Roy. So, on the state- 
ment ot caae itself ified by the union, the dispute under 


reference Is not an industrial dispute. Accordingly 
the reference Is incompetent in law and this tribunal 
cannot exercise juridiction in entertaining and adju- 
dicating upon the dispute under reference which does 
not relate to an Industrial dispute. 


„8- It is clear from the materials on record that on 
30th April, 1970 the Director of the Company suspend- 
ed Sri Roy pending departmental enquiry followed by 
chargesheet. Srj Roy gave an explanation to the 
charges. Then there was a department enquiry; lt 
was concluded on 24th June, 1970, vide Ext. W-7 On 
2nd December, 1970 Sri Roy got no information ’as to 
where the departmental enquiry stood. So, he wrote 
a letter to the Director of the company that under his 
order he should get subsistence allowance and he also 
Claimed salary for April, 1970 and allowances and 
bonus. He wanted that by necessary order passed by 
the Director he should be allowed to resume his duty 
Now, suspension pending departmetal enquiry is per- 
misible under Rule 18 of the Certified Standing Order 
which says amongst other things, “Where, however, a 
period of suspension pending departmental enquiry 
exceed a ten days the workmen shall be paid half the 
wages for such period in excess of ten days”. In this 
case the Director, vide Ext. W 3, while suspending him 
with effect from 30th April, 1970 made it clear that Sri 
Roy, workmen under suspension will be entitled to 
subsistence allowance as per rules. So, upto 9th May, 
1970 Sri Roy may get no subsistence allowance but 
from 10th May, 1970 till the final order under the de- 
partmental proceedings which is presumed to be still 
pending, he may get half his wages, that means at the 
rate of Rs. 125/- per month. The Director passed the 
suspension order and issued the chargesheet, appointed" 
the Assistant Manager as Enquiry Officer vide Ext. W 3 
and W 4. Under the very order Ext. W 3 read with 
Rule 18 of the Certified Standing Rules for the colliery 
Sri Roy may merely get subsistence allowance at Rs. 
125/- per month on and from 10 th May. 1970 till the 
final order is passed in the departmental proceedings 
There can be no doubt and dispute about It. The 
Generul Manager of the Company appointed the 
enquiry officer. Rule 18 of the Standing Order rule 
does not say who will pass the order of suspension Mr. 
Malkhandy the learned Counsel appearing for the 
Union relying on paragraph 41(10) of The Coal Mines 
Regulation 1957 submitted that the Director had no 
legal authority to suspexad the workman and that It was 
the Manager who could only suspend the workman. 
So. Mr. Malkhandy submitted that the order of sus- 
pension was Illegal and without jurisdiction of the 
Director. Paragraph 41 clause 10 of the Coal Mines 
Regulation 1957 reads as foUows; “The Manager may 
suspend or take such disciplinary action against any 
employee for contravention of any of the provisions 
of the Act, this regulation, orders made thereunder”. 
The Manager may suspend or may take disciplinary 
action against any employee when the employee con- 
travenes any of the provisions of the Mines Act, Coal 
Mines Regulations or orders made thereunder. But the 
charges would show vide Ext. W 4 that the disciplinary 
action was taken and the order of suspension was 
passed not for contravention of any provisions of the- 
Mines Act or Mines Regulation or orders made there- 
under. Sri Roy allegedly violated office routine Ins- 
tructions and instructions iBsued by the Head office and 
did his work per functorily, negligently and behaved 
insolently and lnsubordinately. Paragraph 41(10) of 
the Coal Mines Regulations authorises the Manager to 
suspend or to take disciplinary action only when the 
employee contravenes the provisions of Mines Act, Re- 
gulations or orders made thereunder. The owner of 
the colliery is the Limited company. A Limited com- 
pany through its Director can pass any order relating 
to appointment and dismissal of any staff of the com- 
pany, a director being the executive of the Limited 
company that 1 b the Master. So, Mr. Malkhandy’s 
argument that only the Manager of the Company not 
the Director of the company was competent to pass the 
suspension order and order initiating departmental 
enquiry could not Impress me. The company is a 
limited company and Is the owner of the colliery. It 
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acts through its agents or the executive l.e. the Board 
O f Directors. The Director can very well appoint and 
dismiss an employee of the company and as such can 
pass order of suspension. The order of suspension was 
passed pending departmental enquiry by the Director 
under Certified Standing order Rule 18. Therefore, 
that order is perfectly legal. Now, so long as the sus- 
pension order will continue the employee concerned 
acquires a right only to get under rule 18 of the Cer- 
tified Standing Order rules to get subsistence allowance. 
If the period of enquiry exceeds 10 days the employee 
shall get half his wages as I have already found as 
subsistence allowance. The departmental enquiry 
should be presumed to be still now pending. The tri- 
bunal has no jurisdication todirect the management of 
the colliery to conclude the enquiry by passing a final 
order in the enquiry. It can only record that under 
Rule 18 of the Certified Standing Order rules read with 
the Director’s suspension order the workmen may get 
Rs, 125/- per month from 10th May, 1970 till the man- 
agement concludes the departmental enquiry by pass- 
ing a final order thereon. So long as no final order 
in the departmental proceedings is passed by the 
management, this tribunal has no jurisdiction on the 
materials on record to declare that the suspension 
order is illegal. For the temporary suspension of the 
contract of service the only right the workman Asit 
Roy may have acquired is to get the suspension allo- 
wance as already found. Mr. Malkhandy referred to 
me the decision of the Punjab High Court in the case 
of Workmen of Messrs. Kundan Iron and Steel Indus- 
tries — Petitioner vs. The Presiding Officer, Labour 
Court, Jullunder and another, reported In A.I.R, 1971 
Punjab & Haryana 427 to establish the proposition 
that when the suspension order is illegal the workman 
is entitled to his salary from the date of suspension. 
In that case Messrs. Kundan lion and Steel Industries, 
l.e. the management retrenched four of Its workers and 
suspended another three with effect from 3ist July, 
1960. The union espoused the cause of both the classes 
of workmen and a dispute was raised which was 
referred to adjudication by Tribunal. In that case the 
tribunal held that the suspension was illegal and in- 
operative. There was closure of the industry after the 
reference. So, it was held that the suspended workers 
should have been allowed to have had continued in 
service till the closure of the business and was there- 
fore entitled to wages upto that time. That decision 
does not help us in the present case. The first question 
is whether the suspension was illegal. Mr. Malkhandy 
submitted that the suspension order passed by the 
Director was illegal and that If It would have been 
passed by the Manager It would have been legal. But 
I could not accept his submission. In the Punjab Har- 
yana case, supra, there was no departmental proceed- 
ings pending. There was no suspension pending 
departmental proceedings. Here the suspension was 
ordered pending departmental proceedings and the de- 
partmental proceedings was conducted but not con- 
cluded following the suspension. The management 
held the enquiry. The workman attended the enquiry 
on 24th June, 1970. Thereafter the management has 
not informed the workman whether the workman has 
been exonerated of the charges or has been dismissed 
from service. So. the only conclusion to which I can 
arrive at la this that the workman may get subsistence 
allowance as under the order of the Director. But as 
the reference it self Is incompetent. I cannot express 
anv final opinion as to whether or not the workman is 
entitled to subsistence allowance and if so for which 
period and for what amount. Ail that I huve observed 
earlier would illustrate the actual situation arising out 
of the order of suspension and the departmental pro- 
ceedings, which may be presumed to have been con- 
tinuing even today without any final order. In the 
result, the reference Is rejected. 

This is my award. 

(Sd.l S, N. Baccht, 
Presiding Officer. 

Dated 9th May, 1972. 

[No. L/ 1912/21 /71-LRII.j 
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S.O. 1378. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relating to the management of Bankola Colliery of 
Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited, Post Office 
Ukhra, District Burdwan and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 16th 
May, 1972, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 68 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited. 

AND 

Their workmen 


Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance: 

On behalf of Employ ers.Sri MotToj Kumar 
Mukherjee, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen . — Sri B. MalkHandy, Bar- 
at-Law. 

State: West Bengal Industry: Coal Mines. 

AWARD 

By Order Wo. L-1912/28/71-LRJI, dated the 5th 
May. 1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry 
of Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment), referred the 
following industrial dispute existing between the em- 
nlovers in relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited 
and their workmen, to this Tribnal, for adjudication, 
namely: 

“Whether the management of Bankola Colliery of 
Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Ukhra. District Burdwan was iustlfled 
In stopping from work from 4th October, 
1969 and dismissing from 24th November, 
1909 Sarvashri Jetha Majhi, Brii Mohan 
Chowhan. Narthu Chowhan, Noor Mohammad, 
Kandan Maihi, Rnmkar Gope, Sarafift JcJis- 
wara and Dhani Singh, Dressers of Bankola 
Colliery If not, to what relief the wbrkmen 
concerned are entitled?” 

2. On 22nd April 1972 the union appeared for the 
workmen through Sri S. C. Ukil Bar-at-Law and the 
management through its learned Counsel Sri Monoi 
Kumar Mukheriee. On hearing the learned Counsel 
for both thp sides with reference to the statement of 
case filed by both the sides, one preliminary point 
arose for consideration. The union representing the 
workmen filed its statement of race on 12th July, 
1971. On 10th April, 1972 by a petition the manage- 
ment filed a statement of case and/or reminder to the 
union’s statement of ease. The management in its 
netition gave a detailed reason for the delav in fifing 
'is statement of case due to Nationalisation of Cocking 
Coal Mines and consequent dislocation of thp business 
of the Burrakur Coal Comnanv Limited, the owner 
of the colliery concerned, i r.. the emnloyor and the 
rei oindnr was accented on condoninr the delav. No- 
where in its .statement of case filed bv the union re- 
nresetlne fhe cause of the workmen it has been stated 
that the demand as in the dispute under reference 
bed been made bv tbe workmen concerned of the 
msnqrrpmpot. and/or bv tbe union esnousino- tb c cause 
of tbe workmen and that on the monarement’s resu- 
sa 1 t n accede to the demand raised either by the 
workmen ny by the union espousing the cause of tbe 
wormcn, the union approached the Government with 
the demand as in the dispute for conciliation. 
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3. The management in paragraph 3 of its statement 
of case states, “that no demand in respect of the sub- 
ject matter of the reference having had been raised 
with the management before agitating the same with 
the conciliatory machinery, so the reference is not 
maintainable ip law”. On the statement of case filed 
by the union as well as by the management Sri 
Mukherjee„ learned Counsel for the management on 
37th April, 1972 referring to paragraph 3 of the 
management’s statement of case submitted that no 
demand in respect of the subject matter of tire refe- 
rence having had been raised with the management 
before agitating the same with conciliatory machinery, 
the reference was not competent in law and that the 
preliminary point should be heard and decided first. 
The learned Counsel for the union thereupon filed 
a petition praying for a month’s time to amend the 
written statement and to file a rejoinder to the 
management’s statement of case. On 27th April, 1972 
vide order sheet the tribunal informed the parties 
that the only question before the tribunal for con- 
sideration at present would be whether in fact either 
the workmen or the union raised any demand regard- 
ing the matter under reference before the manage- 
ment at any time, and that other matters involving 
merit of the case under reference between the parties 
would be considered after the decision on the preli- 
minary point. So, 7 days time was allowed to the 
union to take steps as prayed for. The union filed a 
rejoinder on behalf of the workmen to th email age- 
ment’s statement of case, on 4th May 1972, the date 
fixed for hearing of the matter on the preliminary 
point. Traversing paragraph 3 of the statement of 
case filed by the management the union in paragraph 
3 of its rejoinder filed on 4th May, 1972 states as 
follows: 

“The allegations made in paragraph 3 of the 
written statement of the employers are de- 
nied. It is denied that no demand was raised 
with the management before agitating the 
same with the Conciliatory Machinery or that 
the reference is not maintainable in law 
was alleged or at all. It is further denied 
that any demand as alleged is necessary. In 
any event the demand is not a cause of ac- 
tion in this case. Without prejudice to the 
aforsald the union stated the the workmen 
from time to time between October 23, 1969 
and December 11, 1969 i-aised disputes with 
tbe management and when the management 
failed to consider the same the dispute was 
agitated before the Conciliatory machinery 
and on this basis the failure report in the 
above reference is made." 

The management’s case in paragraph 3 of the state- 
ment of case is that no demand in respect of the sub- 
ject matter of the reference having had been raised 
with the management before agitating the same be- 
fore the Conciliatory maebinary is not maintainable 
in law. It is clear from the rejoinder filed on 4th 
May, 1972 by the union that before the management 
the union raised no dispute oveT the subject matter 
of the reference. The workmen from time to time 
between October 23, 1969 and December 11, 1969 

raised the dispute with the management and the 
management failed to consider the same and then the 
dispute agitated before the conciliatory machinery 
(vide paragraph 3 of the rejoinder filed by the union 
on 4th May, 1072). 

4. Now. let us see how the workmen raised the 
dispute before the management. The reference shows 
that it consist of two parts. The work of the work- 
men named in the schedule to the reference was 
stopped from 4th October. 1969, This Is the first part 
and the second part is that those workmen such as 
Svs. Jetha Majid. Brij Mohan Chowhan, Narthu 
Chowhan, Noor Mohammad, Kandan Majhi, Ramker 
Gope, Sarafjit Joiswara and Dhani Singh, Dressers 

were dismissed from service with effect from 24th 

November, 1969. So, the subject matter of the dispute 
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is the stopage of work followed by dismissal of the 
workmen. Workmen Kandan Majhi, witness No. 1, a 
roof dresser in Bankola colliery said that his work was 
stopped from 4th October, I960. After his work was 
stopped he was chargesheeted and after an enquiry 
on the chargesheet his services were dispensed with 
by dismissal. After the work ceased he and 7 other 
workmen whose work was stopped approched the 
Manager on 23rd October 1969. Those eight work- 
men demanded of the Manager their employment. 
The Manager refused to employ them. Then those 
eight workmen including the witness again approach- 
ed the Manager in December i960 and demanded 
their employment of the manager when the Manager 
told them that they had been dismissed from service. 
After 23rd October. 1909, as Sri Kandan Majhi the 
witness workman said, when the Manager refused to 
give him and his other seven co-workers employment, 
they approached the Union and the union filed a case 
at Raniganj before the Conciliation officer. The wit- 
ness Kandan Majhi, Jetha Majhi, Ramkar Gope, Noor 
Mohammad, Dhanai Singh. Sarafjit Joiawara and 
Narthu Chowhan and Brij Mohan Chowhan ere 
affected workmen. In cross-examination this witness 
Kandan Majhi said that they had sent five letters per 
registered post to the address of the Manager. 
Dinesh Singh, Secretary of the union had sent those 
5 letters per registered post with acknowledgement 
due. Slips of acknowledgement of these letters ore 
with Dinesh Bobu. The last letter was written by 
Dinesh Babu. Secretary of the local Sabha in the 
month of December, 1969 and no letter was addressed 
to any one except the Manager for and on behalf of 
the workmen. To him It was suggested in cross- 
examination that none of the eight workmen ever 
approached the Manager nor wrote any letter to him. 
The witness said in cross-examination that letters 
written by Dinesh Babu to the Manager regarding 
their stoppage of work and dismissal were signed by 
them. The witness signed the letters and his seven 
other colleagues gave their respective thumb impres- 
sions on the letters. Sri Brij Mohan, workman wit- 
ness no. 2, said that hifl work was stopped on 4th 
October. 1969 and that after the work was stopped 
they all went to the Manager and demanded of the 
Manager their work. But the Manager refused to 
employ them. So they all approached the Manager 
in December I960 and demanded of the Manager their 
work but the Manager refused. In cross-examination 
this witness said that on 5th or 7th Otobar. 1069 the 
eight workmen approached the union and that the 
workmen did not write any letter to the company nor 
got any letter written bv the union for them regard- 
ing their employment. He further said in cross- 
examination that 13 or 14 days after their work was 
stopped on 4th October, I960 their demand was maced 
before the Conciliation officer toy the union. There- 
after the conciliation proceedings went on and they, 
ie all the workmen attended the conciliation pro- 
ceedings and did nothing else. In answer t 9 Tri- 
bunal’s question as to what they did after their dis- 
missal he said letter was sent by the Secretary of the 
union whom the witness had approached. He said 
that the letter might have been addressed to the 
Manager and that It was sometimes in the end of 
December. I960. The union proved one letter Ext. 
W1 It is dated 23rd 0‘ctober 1969. Thejnan^cment 

admitted tto„ letter. One person “letter 

not sign the letter. Kandan Maihi .jdsned the letter. 

It is impossible to divine whether Jetha Majhi. Hhanai 
Singh. Nor Mahammad. Saraffft Joiswara pave thumb 
ImTvres'rion or wroto thrt* n nines in Hindi but it is 
clear 4 * 6 that Brij Mohan Chowhan signed Ms name in 
Ttindi The letter was addressed to the Manager. It 
ln T epiv to the Msnaeer's letter dated 17th Octo- 
ber ] 969. Paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of the letter read as 

follows: 

"1 We have not pivpn written order that we have 
L -erased from the above colliery and 

iwfced to join d”tv at Mudidlh Colliery on and 
from 6th October I960. 
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2. In our original appointment letter it has not 

been mentioned that our services are 

transferable. 

3. W 8 have been working in the above colliery 

since 25 years but wo have never been asked 

to go to other place.” 

It appears from the contents of the letter that the 
workmen were transferred by the management and 
were asked to join their 1 duty at Mudidih colliery on 
and from 6th October 1969. The workmen challenged 
the validity of the transfer order on the ground that 
in their original appointment letters it was not men- 
tioned that their services were transferable They 
refused to obey the transfer order because they were 
working in the colliery for 25 years and there was 
no indication in the letter of their appointment that 
their services would be transferable. So the letter 
dated 23rd October 1969 written by the workmen to 
the Manager relates to their grievance against the 
order of transfer and nothing else The next letter 
is Ext. W2. It v/as admitted bv the management. 
This letter was addressed to the Manager in reply to 
the chargesheet, upon which the management held 
domestic enquiry against the workmen. The signa- 
tories of the letter Ext. W2 dated 31st October 1969 
are Brij Mohan Chowhan, Dlianai Singh, Jetha Majhi, 
Sarafjit Jaiswara, Kandan Majhi. Narthu Chowhan, 
Nocxr Mohammad and Ramker Gope, all dressers. 
The letter Ext. W2 addressed by those eight work- 
men to the Manager is a reply to the chargesheet 
dated 20th July 1969 upon which the Manager held 
the domestic enquiry against the workmen for their 
refusal to join Mudidih colliery when ordered to do 
so on transfer from Bankola colliery both under the 
management of the Burrukur Coal Company Limited. 
In this letter it is said that after participation in the 
Colliery Mazdoo r Sa'bha, Raniganj, the management 
stopped their work on and from 4th October 1969 with- 
out any prior notice or information against which 
they protested. They received registered letters from 
the Manager containing the order that their services 
were transferred to Mudidih collier in Bihar. 
Against the stoppage of work following the order of 
transfer of workmen numbering 8. they protested. In 
spite of their protest no justice was done to them. 
Then they approached their union, Colliery Mazdoor 
Sabha, Raniganj and a case was filed for conciliation 
on 24th October 1969. The case was still then pend- 
ing. They challenged the validity of the transfer 
order and sigmatised the same as a spedea of victimi- 
sation. They denied the charge and demand with- 
drawal of the charges and re-employment to their 
respective posts. Ext. W3 is a copy of letter addressed 
to the Manager dated 18th November. 1969. It was 
signed by Narthu Chowhan, Sarafjit Jatsowara. Kan- 
dan Majhi, Brij Mohan Chowhan and was appended 
with thumb impressions of Jetha Maihi, Noor Moham- 
mad and Dhani Singh and Ramkar Gope it is relating 
lating to the departmental enquiry against those work- 
men. In this letter the workmen complained against 
the il legal tiy anl irregularly in the conducting of 
the departmental proceedings against them and den- 
ial of their right to defend. By that letter they re- 
corded .their strong protest against the illegal and un- 
just action of the enquiry officer as well as the enquiry 
proceedings. These are all the letters. So, between 
October 23, 1969 and December 11, 1909 according to 
paragraph 3 of the rejoinder of the union the work- 
men raised dispute with the Manager. The letters 
which were exhibited for the workmen did not contain 
even a whisper regarding the dismissal of the work- 
men ‘ According to the reference they were dismissed 
with effect from 24th November. 1969. The witness 
Kandan Majhi said that no letter was addressed bv 
the workmen to any one other than the Manager and 
that the last letter was written bv Dinesh Babu 
Secretary of the local Sabha to the Manager in the 
month of December, 1969. No letter of nnv date in 
the month of December, 1969 was called for from the 
Manager nor any copy thereof was orodbeed by the 
workmen. The copy of the letter dated 10th Novem- 


ber. 1969 sent per registered post to the Manager 
which is Ext. W3, ie. is of the month of November 
does not relate to any matter relating to the dismissal 
of the workmen which was effected on 24th Novem- 
ber. 1969. The other two letters, Ext. Wl and W2, as 
I have already pointed put, do not cover any matter 
relating to dismissal of the workmen. According to 
Kandan Majhi a letter was written on their behalf 
by Dinesh Babu, the Secretary of the union, who did 
not Board the witness box as a witness nor a copy of 
such letter was produced nor any such letter on pro- 
ducing its copy was called for from the management. 
According to Kandan Majhi eight workmen including 
himself approached the Manager on 23rd October, 1969 
and in December, 3969 and demanded on both occa- 
sions of the Manager their re-employment and on 
both occasion the Manager refused to accede to their 
demand. This witness said in examination In chief 
that after 23rd October. 1969 when the Manager re- 
refused to give them emjployment they approached 
the union and the union filed a case at Ranigaj before 
the Conciliation officer. So, according to this witness 
union was not aproached after the dismissal of eight 
workmen on 24th November, 1969 at any 
time after 24th November, 1900. 1969. The wint- 

ness and his colleagues approached the union 
after the Manager refused to employ them, 
following stoppage of their work on 4th October. 1969 
on transfer, on their demand made on 23rd October, 
1969. The other witness Brij Mohan Chowhan said 
that on 5th or 7th October, 1969 he and his colleagues 
approached the union and no letter was written for 
them either by themselves or by the union for them 
addressed to the company for their employment. 13 
or 14 days after their work was stopped on 4th Octo- 
ber, 1969, according to this witness, demand was plac- 
ed before the Conciliation officer by the Union There- 
after the conciliation proceedings went on and the wit- 
ness and his colleagues attended the conciliation pro- 
ceedings. So. according to both the witness sometime 
in the month of October, 1969 after their demand for 
employment was refused by the Manager, they 
approached the union and the union filed a case before 
the Concilllatlon officer. Therefore, regarding dis- 
missal of the eight workmen which was effected on 
24th November. 1969 there could be no occasion for 
raising a dispute, if at all raised, either before the 
management or before the Conciliation officer bv the 
union. Copy of the failure report dated 5th March, 
1971 which came to this tribunal with the order of 
reference and is a part of the record, given by the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner to the Secretary to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour. Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment), New Delhi, the subject of conciliation 
was industrial dispute between Bankola Colliery of 
Messrs Burrakar Coal Company Limited and Colliery 
Mazdoor Sabha regarding illegal transfer and unjust 
stoppage of work of Sri Jetha Majhi, Dresser and 
seven others by the management. So, the industrial 
dispute that was raised by the union espousing the 
cause of eight workmen did not comprise of the 
matter relating to the dismissal of eight workmen that 
was effected by the order of the management on 24th 
of November, 1967. The evidence of two witnesses and 
the subject matter referred to by the union for con- 
cilisation as appearing from the failure report would 
show that no industrial dispute or any dispute was 
raised either by the workmen or by the union espous- 
ing the cause of the workmen eithe r before the 
management or before the Conciliation officer covering 
the subject matter of the dispute under reference. The 
subject matter of the dispute before the Conciliation 
officer was one of stoppage of work which was effected 
3w the order of the management dated 4th October. 
1969 and transfer order following the stoppage of 
work and only such dispute before the Conciliation 
officer was raised by the union on behalf of the work- 
men. but not the subiect matter relating to dismissal 
of the workmen bv the management with effect from 
24th November. 1969. Tn uaraCTaoh 6 of its statement 
of case the management stated that the management 
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ordered the transfer of the concerned workmen to 
Mudidih colliery with effect from 6th October, 1909 
by an order dated 1st October, 1909 and that in the 
said order it was also specifically mentioned that the 
workmen will be relieved of their duties of Bankola 
colliery on and from 4th October, 1969, As the work- 
men were transferred with effect from 6th October 
1969 from Bankola colliery to the management’s 
Mudidih colliery, they were relieved of their duties 
at Bankola colliery with effect from 4th October 1909 
and they did not report for duty at the colliery on 
4th October, 1969, So the stoppage of work and the 
transfer are two inter -related incidents. That was the 
subject matter of conciliation in view of he dispute 
raised by the union on behalf of the workmen before 
the Conciliation officer but no dispute was raised by the 
union, as would appear from the subject matter of 
the dispute that was referred to be conciliated by the 
Conciliation officer, regarding the dismissal of the 
eight workmen by the management with effect from 
24th November, 1969. There can be no doubt and 
dispute that an the workmen refused to comply with 
the transfer order which was to be effective from 
6th October, 1969 they were chargesheeted for insub- 
ordination by the Manager. The enquiry officer held 
an enquiry against the eight workmen and ultimately 
the workmen were dismissed from their service with 
effect from 24th November, 1969. So, the alleged 
stoppage of work on 4th October 1969, of the workmen 
resulted from the order of transfer, passed on 1st 
October 1969, which was to be effective on and from 
6th October 1969. So. the workmen were relieved of 
their duty to be perforfmed at Bankola colliery with 
effect from 4th October 1969. On 6th October 1969 
the workmen were to join at Mudidih colliery of the 
management in Bihar. They refused to obey the 
order. This was followed bv the chargesheet and the 
dismissal. So, from the order of transfer to the order 
of dismissal the incidents are inextricably inter- 
related. The failure report would show that the 
union, by its letter dated 21st January, 1971 tha means 
about one and half years after the order of dismissal 
passed on 24th November 1989, raised the dispute 
before the Concilisation officer but still then the sub- 
ject matter of the dispute was only illegal transfer 
and unjust stoppage of work but not anything con- 
cerning the order of dismissal. But the schedule to 
the reference, as I have already noted, consists of two 
parts, the stoppage of work from 4th October, 1999 and 
dismissal from 24th November, 1969 I have already 
pointed out that the order of transfer was passed on 
1st October 1969 to he effective on and from 6th Octo- 
ber 1969 wherefor the workmen were relieved of their 
duty on 4th October 1969 in order that they could join 
In their duty in Mudidih colliery in Bihar on 6th Octo- 
ber 1969. As they refused to obey the order, they 
were chargesheeted and dismissed. So. dismissal 
part cannot be separated from the transfer part of 
the order though the transfer part of the order is not 
specifically the subject of reference. But it is inci- 
dental to the stoppage of work with effect from 41h 
October 1969. With the stoppage of work the matter 
did not rest. It was followed by chargesheet and dis- 
missal. So. all the incidents following the date of 
passing the transfer order right upto the dismissal are 
inextricably linked together In a chain and no link of 
it can be served from the other. Unfortunately, how- 
ever, the union raised no dispute on behalf of the 
workmen relating to the subject matter of dismissal 
following departmental enquiry against the eight 
workmen who were chargesheeted. but still that sub- 
ject matter has been made a subject of reference for 
adjudication 

5, So, on the face of these materials. Mr. Mukheriee 
the learned Counsel for the management urged that 
the case fell within the mischief of the law as laid 
do' T 'n in the two decisions of Supreme Court end 
Delhi High court, respectively in the case of Sindhu 
■Resettlement Corporation vs Industrial Tribunal, 
Gujarat, 1968 I LLJ p, 834 and Feeder Lloyed & Co , 
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vs. Ltd. Governor, Delhi, F.L.R. 1970 (2ft) , p, 383. As- 
suming that the workmen raised the dispute regarding 
their transfer before the Manager and that the Mana- 
ger did not concede to their demand for reinstatement 
to their respective posts, on withdrawal of the trans- 
fer orders, the union, however, did not raise the dis- 
pute over the subject matter of dismissal of the eight 
workmen by the management by its order dated 24th 
November. 1969 evident from the copy of the failure 
report of the Conciliation officer that was sent along 
with the order of reference by the Government to this 
tribunal, Therefore, in regard to the dismissal part 
of the subject matter of the reference no dispute was 
raised for conciliation before the Conciliation officer 
by the union espousing the case of the workmen. From 
the evidence of two witnesses it appears, in spite of 
their violent contradictions, and inconsistencies, that 
they made a demand of the Manager regarding their 
stoppage of work i.e. connected wih their transfer 
order and thereafter they approached the union and 
the union raised the dispute which related only to the 
stoppage of work and transfer order but not relating 
to the dismissal part of the subject matter under refe- 
rence. As I have already observed, that the incidents 
following 1st October. 1969 with the passing of the 
transfer order right upto the dismissal of tne eight 
workmen on 24th November, 1969 are linked together 
in a complete chain, and no link of it can be severed 
from the other. The transfer order cannot be held 
to be invalid unless the dismissal order is so held. 
The stoppage of work, as I have already observed, 
is a necessary corollary to the transfer order so also 
the dismissal order. But so long as th e dismissal 
order is not set aside on a finding that it is invalid, 
the transfer order and the consequent stoppage of 
work cannot be investigated into. But the subject 
matter of the dispute that was sponsored by the 
union before the Conciliation officer did not contain 
within it the dismissal matter. Therefore, there was 
no industrial dispute before the Government relating 
to the dismissal order of the eight workmen passed 
by the management on 24th November, 1969 and over 
the dismissal order there was no conciliation procee- 
dings at the instance of the union espousing the cause 
of the workmen. Accordingly the reference made by 
the Government on the failure report as in the sche- 
dule to the reference falls within the mischief of the 
law already discussed and is, therefore, incompetent 
in law. Mr. Malkhnndv for the union submitted that 
the stoppage part of the reference could be severed 
from the dismissal part of the reference and that the 
tribunal cpuld adjudicate only on the stoppage of 
work if the dismissal part of the reference could not 
be legally adjudicated upon. He further submitted that 
under the law no demand regarding the dismissal part 
of the reference was required to he made either by 
the workmen or by the union espousing the cause of 
the workmen before the management, I could not 
persuade myself to accent the rationale of his argu- 
ment. In xny view, as I have already observed, the 
reference has been wholly incompetent In law and 
that this tribunal cannot entertain the reference when 
the subject matter of the dispute, which is not an 
industrial dispute, comnetent for reference and for 
adjudication by this tribunal. 

In the result, the reference is rejected. 

This is my award. 

S. N. Bagchi 

Presiding Officer., 

Dated, the 1 Oth May, 1972, 

TNo. L/191 2/28/71- LRII.j 
New Delhi the 23 rd May 1972 

S.O. 1379 , — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, In 
the industrial dispute between the employers In rela- 
tion to the management of Victoria Colliery of Messrs 
New Blrbhoom Coal Company Limited,' Post Office 
Kulti, District Burdwan and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 16th 
May, 1972. 
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®gFQRE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 


there is no dispute and render this as a “no dispute’’ 
award. 


Reference No. 76 of 1971 


Parties : 


This is my award. 
Dated, 10 th May, 1972. 


Employers in relation to the management of Vic- 
toria Colliery of Messrs New Birbhoom Coal 
Company Limited, 

and 

Their workmen 


Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi. — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers — Sri D, Narsinfih, Advocate. 
On behalf of Workmen — Absent. 

State: West Bengal Industry: Coal Mines 


AWARD 

By Order No. L-1912(36)/71-LR-II, dated 29th May, 
1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department 
of Labour and Employment) referred the following 
industrial dispute existing between the employers in 
relation to the management of Victoria Colliery of 
Messrs New Birbhoom Coal Company Limited and 
their workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, 
namely: 

“Whether the action of the management of Vic- 
toria Colliery of Messrs New Birbhoom Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Kulti, District 
Burdwan in refusing employment to Shri 
Ram Khelawar Dusad, Minor/Loader with 
effect from the 8th December, 1970 is justifi- 
ed?, If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled?’’ 


2. By my order dated 11th April, 1972 I held that 
the necessary and proper party to be added to this pro- 
ceeding would be the Central Government but not the 
Custodian of the Victoria colliery, who being an 
officer of the Central Government cannot be made a 
party to the proceedings. Accordingly, on the prayer 
of the workmen I refused to Issue summons to the 
Custodian as prayed for. Thereafter this case was 
fixed for taking steps in the light of the directions 
given in the order passed. In the meantime a copy 
of a letter addressed to the Under Secretary to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment), New Delhi, dated 20th April, 1972 was 
forwarded to this tribuna) tor reasons best known to 
the petitioner. A tribunal has the trappings of the 
Court and the procedure established by law does not 
warrant such an address of a copy of the letter and 
tribunal cannot be asked to take any action on such 
a letter. The letter shows that the workman wants 
the Government to add the Custodian, now designa- 
ted as Group Officer, Victoria and Chanch Group oi 
Collieries, M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Co. Ltd., Beguniu, 
P O, Barakar District Burdwan and the Manager, Vic- 
toria Colliery, Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Co. Ltd.. 
P.O. Kulti, District Burdwan, as parties to the dispute 
winch is patiently against the findings of this tribunal. 
But that as it may, there is nothing before this Tribu- 
nal to-day to find that the workman has taken steps 
to the necessary add party to the dispute. The tribu- 
nal had made It clear In its order that without the 
Centra) Government as a party to this proceedings 
no effective adjudication can be rendered over the 
dispute referred for adjudication. 


3. Accordingly, this reference cannot be adjudicat- 
ed upon particularly when the workman has not taken 
any Step to effect addition of necessary and proper 
party to this proceedings. As the workman has falle _ 
to take step as directed, this tribunal considers that 


(Sd.) S. N. Bacchi, 

Presiding Officer. 

LNo. L/ 1912/36/ 71-LRII.] 
New Delhi, the 26 th May 1972 

S.O. 1380. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Hydera- 
bad, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Ramagundam Divi- 
sion II of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Post 
Office Godavarikhani (Andhra Pradesh) and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 17th May, 1972, 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 


Present : 

Shri P, S. Ananth, B.Sc. B.L., Chairman, Industrial 
Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute No. 20 of 1971 


Between : 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
iRamagundam-II. 


And 

Management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, Ramagundam-II. 

Appearances : 

Sri A. Lakshmana Rao, Advocate — for Workmen. 
Sri M. Shyam Mohan, Personnel Officer and 
Sri P. Papa Rao, Divisional ePrsonnel Officer — 
for Mangaement. 

AWARD 

Th e Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Em- 
ployment and Rehabilitation, (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by its Order No. 7/30/70-LRII, dated 
12th July, 1971 referred the following dispute under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act) for adjudication 
by this Tribunal, namely; 

“Taking all the circumstances of this case and other 
documents including the service book main- 
tained by the management for Shri Jamal, 
Tradesman in Building Department, and the 
ration card issued to him in 1966 by the 
management, is the management of Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited (Ramagundam-II, 
Building Department) justified in not giving 
him new Category IV with effect from 15th 
August, 1967 when they have implemented the 
Wage Board recommendations? If not justi- 
fied, to what relief is the said workman en- 
titled?” 

This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dispute 
No. 20 of 1971 and notices were Issued to th e parties. 
For the purpose of convenience the workman is referred 
to as the Petitioner and the management is referred 
to as the (Respondent In the course of this award. 

2. The Petitioner is represented by the President of 
the Andhra Pradesh Singareni Collieries Mazdoor 
Sangh and he filed a claims statement contending as 
follows: — 

The Petitioner, Jamal, was appointed in the Singa- 
reni Collieries Company Limited r,n 22nd Nov- 
ember, 1964 as a Tradesman in old Cate- 
gory IV. 
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He was asked by the Management to work aa 
a Mixer Driver in old category IB for first thre e 
months. After completion of the three months 
period, without any further instruction in 
writing, the Management directed the petitioner 
to work as a Fitter and attend to the repair 
wort of fans, pumps and other machines. 
While so the Central Wage Board for Coal 
Mining Industry submitted its recommen- 
dations and the same were accepted by the 
Central Government, The Respondent im- 
plemented the Wage Board recommendations 
with effect from 16th August, 1967. As per 
the Circular No. P-49/2782-11/2927, dated 30th 
October. 1967 issued by the General Manager, 
all the Tradesmen hither to old Category IV 
prior to 15th August, 1967, were given new 
Category IV but curiously the Petitioner who 
was tradesman in old Category IV for a 
number of years was placed In new Category 

III contrary to the Circular of the General 
Manager. This action amounts to discrimi- 
nating the petitioner against the other trades- 
men aimilary situated. The original service 
book of the Petitioner and the ration card 
issued clearly show that the Petitioner was a 
tradesman before and on the date of imple- 
mentation of the Wage Board recommendation, 
When the Respondent placed the petitioner 
unjustly in new category III he protested 
against the untenable action of the respon- 
dent and pressed his lawful claim for new 
Category IV. Thereby with a mala fide in- 
tention the Respondent allotted the work of 
pump driver to the Petitioner. This delibe- 
rate action of the Respondent In effecting 
change of the nature of duties as well as 
designation with a view to deprive him of 
his lawful claim for higher category con- 
stitute a change in conditions of service. 
The Respondent has not followed the proce- 
dure prescribed under Section 9A of the said 
Act. The Respondent may be directed to 
give new category IV to the Petitioner with 
effect from 15th August, 1967. 

3. The Respondent contended In Its counter as 
follows: — 

The Petitioner was appointed as a Mixer Driver 
in Company service on 22nd November, 1964. 
It Is not a fact that the Petitioner was issued 
a letter asking him to work in old Category 

IV for the first three months as a Mixer Dri- 

ver. He was appointed as a Mixer Driver on 
probation for a period of three months with 
effect from 22nd November, 1964, Whenever 
there was no work of Mixer Driver his ser- 
vices were utilised on alternative jobs for a 
very short period. This does not confer the 
right for claim as a Fitter. At the time of 
implementation of the Wage Board grades as 
the Petitioner has been most of the time 
working as Pump Driver he was considered 
for absorbtlon as Pump Driver in old Cate- 
gory IV. The Mixer Drivers in the Pre-wage 
Board period were in Categories II and IV 
have been equated to new Category II as per 
the Wage Board recommendations. While the 
Pump Dricers in the old Category IV were 
to new Chapter ni, and old Category IV were 
equated to new Category II, this benefit was 
extended to the Petitioner basing on the actual 
nature of duties performed by them. As per 
the nomenclature 153, 154 and 155 of the 

Coal Award Mixer Drivers, who were Cate- 
gorised as attendants, were eligible for Cate- 
gory II. The Wage Board also allotted new 
Category II for such workmen and designated 
them as Khalasis as seen in Items 25 to 27, at 
page 44 Volume II. In view of the fact that 
some of these workmen were allotted to old 
Category IV as in the case of the Petitioner, 


It was specially mentioned in the Yj^ge 
schedule that the Mixer Drivers in Categories 
II and IV should be allotted to new Category 
II and that they should be designated as 
Motor Mill Khalasis. A Mixer Driver attach- 
ed to the Building Department Kothagudem 
who was in the old Category IV was allotted 
to new Category II. In view of the fact that 
the Petitioner was working as Pump KhalasJ 
and was in old Category IV at the time of 
implementation of the Wage Board recommen- 
dations, he was placed in new Category III on 
par with the other Pump Khalasis of old Cate- 
gory IV. Strictly speaking he should have 
been placed in new Category II only but for 
the fact that he was working as Pump Khalaal 
at the time of implementation of the Wage 
Board Recommendations. Since the Mixer 
Drivers were never considered as Tradesmen 
either before or after the Wage Board imple- 
mentation, the use of the word Trademan’ in 
the appointment order treuting him as proba- 
tioner has no relevancy. It may be observed 
from paragraph 10 of the minutes of discus- 
sion between the Sub-Committee of the Wage 
Board in February, 1966 artisans and crafts- 
men have been listed for whom the principles 
of allotment of new categories have been 
agreed .upon. Since II is not agreed for any 
higher Categorisation for the Mixer Drivers 
and since the Wage Board has allotted only 
new Category II the claim of the Union that 
the Petitioner should be placed in new Cate- 
gory IV is not justified. All other allegations 
are denied. The question of taking resort to 
provisions of Section 9A does not arise aa 
the Management does not contemplate to 
effect change In his service conditions. 

4. Now the dispute that is referred to for adjudi- 
cation is “Taking all the circumstances of this case 
and other documents including the service book 
maintained by the management for Shri Jamal, Tra- 
desman In Building Department, and the ration card 
issued to him in 1966 by the management, is the 
management of Slngareni Collieries Company Limited 
(Ramagundam-II, Building Department) justified in 
not giving him new category IV with effect from 16th 
August, 1967 when they have implemented the Wage 
Board recommendations? If not justified, to what 
relief is the said Workman entitled?” 

6. Sanction was accorded under the original of 
Ex.Ml for appointing the petitioner as Trademan. 
(Mixer Driver) in Category IV for three months on 
probation with effect from 22nd November, 1964. Tho- 
ugh the period of three months had been mentioned 
in the original of Ex.Ml the petitioner continued to 
work from 22nd November, 1964 in the Company In 
old Category IV. At the time of giving effect t othe 
recommendations of the Wage Board the Respondent 
placed the Petitioner in new Category III on the 
ground that he was working as Pump Kffalasi. The 
contention of the Petitioner is that he is a Trademan 
and so he must be given new Category IV. The 
contention of the Respondent is that the Mixer Dri- 
vers who were In old Category II and IV have been 
equated to new Category II as per the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board and though the petitioner 
should have been placed in new Category II, taking 
into consideration the fact that the Petitioner had 
been working most of the time as Pump Driver, he 
was considered for absorption as Pump Driver in old 
Category IV, and the Petitioner was placed in new 
Category III basing on the actual nature of dutiea 
performed by him, even though he did not deserve 
as Mixer Driver. Now it has to be seen whether tha 
action of the Respondent in placing the Petitioner 
in new Category III is justified or whether the Peti- 
tioner should be placed in new Category IV as claim- 
ed by him. 
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(i. Now the Petitioner wants to rely on Ex.Wl and 
the sanction order the original ol Ex.Ml and. Ex.lVlX 
wnicn is the identity aim service card and. Exs.Ma 
ana ivlt> winch are the pay sheets wherein lie nas 
oeen shown as Tradesman in support ot ins conten- 
tion mat ne is a Tradesman. it is contended by the 
representative 01 me Respondent that the Petitioner 
is not a litter coming under the designation ol Trade- 
sman and that Ins appointment was only as Mixer 
Driver and that in tue documents referred to by the 
Petitioner if he is merely shown as Tradesman by 
mistake it does not give him any right to contend 
that he is a Tradesman, that it is only considering 
me nature of the duties performeu by iiim that the 
new category had been fixed as per the recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Board and that Mixer Driver and 
• rump Khaiasi were never treated as Trademen, and 
that even the Tradesman agreement the original of 
Ex,W2 entered into between the parties shows that 
Mixer Drivers and Pump Khalasis have not been 
shown as Tradesmen ana that if the petitioner has 
1 been working as a Bitter then only he would be a 
Tradesman and so tile claim of the Petitioner is un- 
tenable. No doubt a perusal of Ex.Wl, M2, M4 and M5 
show that Petitioner has been shown as Tradesman but 
it hus to be seen in this case whether this mere des- 
cription of Tradesman is enough to entitle the Peti- 
tioner to claim new category IV since it is the conten- 
tion of the Respondent that it is only the nature of 
the job that was being done that should be taken 
into consideration. Now a perusal of the original of 
Ex, Ml shows that though the Petitioner had been 
shown as Tradesman, the Petitioner was appointed 
only as Mixer Driver, if this had been the case where 
in the letter of appointment itself while describing 
the Petitioner as Tradesman if his job is shown as 
‘Fitter’ instead of showing him as ‘Mixer Driver’ then 
he would be entitled to be placed in new Category 
IV. The nature of job that was originally given to 
the Petitioner was only that of a Mixer Driver. Evi- 
dently because in the original of Ex.Ml the word 
‘Tradesman’ was used this word ‘Trdaesman’ was 
mentioned in Exs.Wl, M2, M4 and MG. So under the 
circumstances of this case unless there is clinching 
evidence to show that the Petitioner is only a Trades- 
man, the present claim of the Petitioner cannot be 
sustained. 


7. Now the other evidence adduced in this case may 
be seen as to whether the Petitioner has satisfactorily 
proved that he is a Trademan entitled to be placed in 
new Cate gory IV. The Petitioner as W.W.l says 
that he joined service in 1904 as Tradesman, that from 
1964 he has been working as Fitter attending to the 
repairs of Pump, Oil Engines, Pan Miller repairs and 
Tar Miller works and that he also used to attend to 
the pipe repairs. He also says that other Trademen 
in the Water Supply of Building Department who 
were in old Category were given new Category IV and 
that after he was given new Category III he was given 
the work of Pump Driver. According to him, some 
times he used to work as Fitter and at times 
Pump Driver whenever there were no 
Drivers. Though in his cross examination 
he says that he joined service only as Trade- 
man Fitter but not as Mixer Driver, Ex.Ml shows 
that sanction was accorded for appointing him 6s Mix- 
er Driver. He says that whenever there were no 
repairs he used to ‘do the duties of Pump Driver. He 
admits that Pump Driver who is known as Pump 
Khtdasi was also in old category IV but according to 
him they were given new Category III. He admits 
that no appointment letter was given to him as Trade- 
sman Fitter. So his evidence shows that he had been 
working as Pump Driver. W.W.2(Sri Ch. Vcnkates- 
warlu) is working as Fitter Helper in Water Supply 
Section of the Building Department in Godavari 
TO, H Tit He says that the Petitioner was Working as 
Tradesman Mechanic till 1997 and that afterwards 
he was working both as Pu»p Driver and Fitter and 
that when he was werkcaj as Trademan Mechanic he 


was doing the work of attending to the repairs of 
Millers tae. Re admits mat lie dm not see any app- 
oimment letter wnn W.W.l snowing that ne was 
given ihe Fitter’s job. Re admits that Building De- 
partment has no connection wun workshop ana that 
mere are Filters in the Water Buppiy Section in the 
Bunding Department W.W.3 (Bn p. iviysaiah) is worm- 
ing as r'itter in Godavari Knani. According to Him 
lie first joined as Tradesman ot lVtii Category and 
tnat he got promotion to old Category VII and that 
after Wage Board recommendations he was placed in 
Category V. Re says that the petitioner is now 
working as Fitter in new Category III in Building 
Department, time prior to Wage Board the Petitioner 
was working as Fitter in old iVth Category and that 
the Petitioner had joined as Fitter in 1904. But ac- 
tually Ex.Ml shows that the Petitioner was appointed 
only as Mixer Driver. According to him it is only after 
tne Wage Board that the Petitioner was asked to do 
tiie work of Fitter whenever any Fitter went on 
leave. At the same time he admits that when the Peti- 
tioner was asked to do the duty of Fitter of IVth 
Category he was not paid the difference of acting 
allowance between Category III and Category IV. 
He wants to say that he never heard the petitioner 
being called as Mixer Driver prior to the Wage Board, 
though Ex.Ml shows that sanction was accorded for 
appointing the Petitioner only as Mixer Driver. He 
says that the Petitioner has to drive Car Mixer only 
when summer starts and. that at other times Tie hag 
to do the duties of a Fitter, The evidence of W.Wsil, 
2 and 3 does not at all show that the Petitioner was 
appointed only as Tradesman Fitter in the Water 
Supply Section in that Building Department _On .the 
other hand their evidence shows that the Petitioner 
had been working as Pump Driver. 

8. M.W.l (Sri Manmohan Singh) is working as 
Executive Engineer in Ramagundam Division. He 
says that Ex.Ml is the copy of appointment order 
given to W.W.l (evidently he means it is sanction 
order because Ex.Ml does not show that it is an order 
of appointment, that the petitioner approached him for 
the job of Mixer Driver, that on his recommendation 
the Petitioner was appointed as Mixer Driver.that the 
Petitioner duty was of driving the Mortar Mixer and 
that he was first appointed as Tradesman and that is 
why he was designated as Tradesman, though he re- 
quested him for appointment as Mortar Mixer Driver, 
and that prior to Wage Board somewhere in 1960 due 
to financial crisis of the Company the Civil Works 
could be taken up and as there was no job for Mortar 
Mixer Driver, the Petitioner was allotted the job of 
Pump Khaiasi, that the Petitioner was never asked 
to du the work of pipe fitting and Water Supply Mains 
means that there were actually surplus Fitters in the 
Building Department and that as a helper the Peti- 
tioner might have gone with a Fitter but he never 
worked as a Fitter. He also says that at the time of 
Wage Board to his knowledge the Petitioner liid not 
give anything in writing to him stating that he should 
be fixed in a particular category. He also says that 
in his reply Ex.M3 he has stated that as per the 
Wage Board the Petitioner should have been fixed in 
new Category II, but he was fixed in new category 
III since he is working as Pump Driver and that the 
Wage Board category for Mixer Driver at Kfitbagu- 
dem is Category II. ‘ He also says that so long as he 
worked in Ramagundam Division he never put the 
Petitioner into the Fitters job in the Building Depart- 
ment. and that the Petitioner also did not represent to 
him that the fitment was wrong. He also eays thsP 
as per the nature of the job done by the Petitioner 
the word “Tradesman” written on the top of Ex.M2 
is not correct. He says that Mortar Mixer Driver, Pan 
Driver, Asphalt Mixer Driver are not mentioned in 
the Tradesman agreement. He has denied f£e sug- 
gestion that the Petitioner and Mohd. Ali and Gulam 
Mohiuddin were doing the same type of work. He 
also says that no doubt even in December, 1907 as 
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seen from Ex. Mo Gulam Mohiuadin and Mohd. AH 
were shown as Tradesmen in Ex.lvid out Uiui they 
were shown, in Category iV as tney were working at. 
Fitters and that the Petitioner was shown in Cate- 
gory III as he was doing tile work oi Pump lihaiasi. 
M.W.2 (Sri A, Venkataratnam) is working as Assis- 
tant Engineer. He says that the Petitioner is woi king 
as Pump Khalasi ana that prior to yvago uoaru the 
Petitioner was a Mixer Driver. He also says that 
they have got seven litters, that ine Petitioner was 
never given Pitter’s job, that the luting work was 
never none by the Petitioner, that the Petitioner cua 
not act in place ot any litter and the Petitioner never 
gave any application lor payment ol any acting allo- 
wance since ne never worked as Pitter. He also says 
that after Wage Board the designation of Mixer Dri- 
ver is Mortar Mill Jthalasi, that mis is category ll and 
that the Petitioner had been given Category ill. He 
says that it is by mistake it is noted Ex. M2 as Trades- 
man and that the designation shown in the pay sheet 
ub Tradesman is wrong and that Pump Xnulasi is 
different category from Trademan, 


docs not come .under the Category of regular Trades- 
men, because he was appointed only as Mixer Dri- 
ver but not as a Pieter and so hie Petitioner is not 
entitled, to be placed in new Category IV. 

Award is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him 
and corrected by me and given under my hand and 
hie seal of the Tribunal, this the 1st day of May, 1972. 

(Sd.) P. S. AnantR, 

Industrial Tribunal. 

Appendix of Evidence 

Witnesses examined for Petitioner. 

W.W. 1.— Mohammad Jamal 
W.W. 2. — Ch. Venkateswarlu 
W.W. 3.- — P. Mysaiah 


9. The evidence of M.Ws.l and 2 is to the effect 
that the Petitioner was appointed only as Mixer Dri- 
ver and that later on he was posted as Pump Driver 
and that the word ‘‘Tradesman” shown in Exs.Wl, 
M2 M4 and M5 is only a mistake and tiiat lie was 
never doing any Pitter's job and that as a matter of 
fact the Petitioner approached M.W.l for the post of 
Mixer Driver and that as per his recommendations the 
Petitioner was appointed as Mixer Driver, in ait 
probality the word ‘‘Tradesmen” had been noted by 
mistake in Exs.Wl, M2, M4 and M5 becaut® in Ex.Ml 
it had been mentioned as Tradesman white giving the 
description of the job as Mixer Driver. Now from the 
evidence adduced on tiie side of the Respondent it is 
seen that though as per the recommendations of the 
Wage Board Mixer Driver in old Category IV has to 
be given new category II and that thougn Petitioner 
was originally appointed, as Mixer Driver, instead of 
placing him in new Category II, the Respondent has 
placed the Petitioner in new Category III takihg into 
consideration the fact of his working as Pump Khaiusi. 
So under the circumstances of thin case the Petition- 
er cannot take advantage of the fact of the mention 
of the word ‘Tradesman' in Exs.Wl, Ml, M4 and M5 
and contend that he being a Tradesman he should 
be placed in new Category IV. Even as per the 
Tradesmen agreement the original of Ex.W2 it is only 
fitters who are shown under the category of Trades- 
men and the evidence now adduced in this cast does 
not at aji ehow that the Petitioner was either app- 
ointed as a Fitter or he was doing the duties of only 
Fitter ever since his appointment. On the other hand 
the evidence in this case conclusively shows that the 
Petitioner was appointed only as a Mixer Driver and 
that he was only doing the duties of Mixer Driver 
and that later on he was posted as Pump Driver in 
view of the fact that there was no work available for 
Mixer Drivers and that at the time of implementing 
the recommendations of the Wage Board, tbodgh the 
Petitioner was orginally appointed as Mixer Driver, 
the Respondent instead of placing the Petitioner in 
new Category II ha* placed the Petitioner m new 
Category III in view of the fact that the Petitioner was 
working as Pump Driver. So the claim oi the Feti- 
tioner that he is entitled to be placed in new Cate- 
gory IV cannot be sustained, 


Witnesses examined for Respondent. 

M.W. 1. — Manmohan Singh. 

M.W. 2. — A. Venkataratnam. 

Documents exhibited for Petitioner. 

Ex.Wl.— Provisions weekly card dated 27th July, 
1966 issued by the Agent Ramagundam Divi- 
sion to Mohd. Jamal. 

Ex.W2.— Agreement between the Management of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Rama- 
gundam Divisions I & II and their Workmen 
represented by the Singareni Collieries Work- 
ers Union regarding the review of categorisa- 
tion and the strength of Tradesmen working 
in the Workshop Ramagundam Division I & 
II arrived on 4th October, 1966 under the In- 
dustrial Disputes Act (Central) Rules. 

Documents exhibited for Respondent 

Ex.Ml. [Copy of the appointment order dated 17th 
November, 1994 of Mohd. Jamal us Tradesman 
(Mixer Driver). 

Ex. M2. — Identity and service card of Mohd. 
Jamal. 

Ex, M3. — Letter dated 2Gth April, 1970 of Executive 
Engineer, Singareni Collieries Company Limit- 
ed, Ramagundam Division to Agent, Rama- 
gundam Division II. 

Ex.M4. — Pay sheet for daily rate , workers Rama- 
gundam for a week, from 1st January, I960 to 
7th January, 1967. 

Ex,M5. — Pay sheet for daily rate workers, Rama- 
gundam for a week from 25th November, 1907 
to 1st December, 1967. 

Ex.M6. — Pay sheet for daily rate workers, Rama- 
gundam for month of December, 1968 . 

(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 
Industrial Tribunal. 
[No. 7/30/70-LRII.] 


10 On a consideration of the whole evidence placed 
before me I am satisfied that the Petitioner was right- 
ly placed In new Category III. So on the dispute re- 
ferred for adjudication I hold that taking all the 
circumstances of this ease and pther documents in- 
cluding the service book maintained by the Manage- 
mentfor Sri Jamal in the Building Department and 
the ration card Issued to him in 1966, the Management 
to Justified In not giving him new Category IV with 
fjffeet lffe August, 1907 since the Petitioner 


S.O. 1381. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1917 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Ramagundam Division 
II of Signareni Collieries Company Limited, Post Office 
Godavarikhani (Andhra Pradesh) and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
the 17th May, 1972. 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRA!.; 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present: 

Sri P, S. Ananth, B.Sc,, B.L. Chairman. Industrial 
Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 
Industrial Dispute No. 1 of 1371 

Between: 

Workmen of Stngareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Kothagudem. 

AND 

Management of Sigaroni Collieries Company Limited, 
Kothagudem. 

Appearances : 

Sri A, Lakshmana Rao, Advocate — for workmen. 
Sri M. Shyam Moha, Personnel OfTlcer — -for mange- 
ment. 


AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by its order No. 7/21/70-LHII dt. 
24th December, 1970 referred the following dispute 
under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) lor ad- 
judication by this Tribunal, namely: 

“Whether the management of No, 5 incline, Rama- 
gundam Division No. II, of Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited is justified in not promoting 
Shri M. Sundersan, Fitter to category V? If 
not, to what relief is he entitled and from what 
date?" 


This reference was taken on file as Industrial Dispute 
No. ) of 1971 and notices were issued to the parties. 
For the purpose of convenience the workman is referred 
to as the petitioner and the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Kothagudem is referred to as the res- 
pondent in the course of this award. 


2, The petitioner is a workman working in Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Kothagudem. The Presi- 
dent of the Andhra Pradesh Singareni Collieries Mazdoor 
Sangh, who represented the petitioner, filed claim state- 
ment contending as follows: The petitioner is a perma- 
nent employee working in Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited. He was appointed on 5th January, 1964 
in old category I. He was promoted to old category 
IV from 6th December, 1964, He passed the Fitter 
Trade and is a holder of I.T.I. certificate. After com- 
pleting six months training he was promoted from 
category I to category IV under the special scheme then 
in existence and applicable to I.T.I. candidates. As 
per the terms of the bipartite agreement dated 4th 
October, 1966 which governs the promotion oi Trades- 
men from one category to the other, the promotion 
shall be on the basis of seniority, technical qualifica- 
tion reports of their work and performance in He 
trade test. When a vacancy of Fitter in old category 
VII arose in No. 5 incline in Ramagundam Division II, 
the management with a view to favour one Kasani 
Mallalah promoted him as Fitter in old category VII 
by order dated 29th May, 1968 with effect from 27th 
December, 1966 overlooking the claims of the petitioner. 
K. Mallalah was working as Fitter m old category IV 
with effect from 5th May, 1965. He does not have any 
technical qualification. He is not a holder of Fit ter 
Trade certificate of I.T.I. without following the p ) 
cedure laid down in the said bipartite agreement and 
without holding Trade test among the elig lb le candi- 
dates the management of the company deliberate^ 
overlooked the claims of the petitioner and promo ed 
K Mallaiah. At the time of promotion, K. Mallgiah 
was working in No. 6 Incline whereas the petitioner 

to the petitioner In category IV Fitter. The reports oi 
petitioner's superiors as t 0 the work P e ^°rmed V him 
wrpre nlwavs satisfactory and there was never any 
adverse Remarks. The action of the management in 


not promoting the petitioner to old category VII Fitter 
with new category V is violative of the terms of agree- 
ment and principles of fair play apart from being 
unfair labour practice. So the respondent may be 
directed to give the petitioner new category V fitter’s 
job with effect from 27th December, 1966 with wages. 

3. The respondent, which is the Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited, filed its counter contending as fol- 
lows: It is admitted that the petitioner was in category 
I of Mazumdar’s Award on 8th January, 1964. The 
petitioner has admitted that the received one promotion 
from category IV on 6th December, 1984. He is fitter 
hy training and as per the procedure he got promotion 
to category IV on par with other I.T.I. candidates. As 
per the terms of the bipartite agreement dated 4th 
October, 1966 the management is the sole authority in 
reviewing the promotion according to the standards laid 
down. K. Mallaiah was appointed as mazdoor on 0th 
December, 1901 and promoted as Pump Driver in cate- 
gory III of Mazumdar’s award on 21st July, 1962. Later 
on he was promoted as Hauler Driver in old category 
TV with effect from 21st July, 1963. He was later 
transferred as Fitter category IV. As a result of the 
test and as per the terms laid down in bipartite agree- 
ment K. Mallaiah was promoted as Fitter old category 
VII under Mazumdar’s award by order dated 29th 
Mav, 1968 with effect from 27th December, 1968 As 
this promotion is justified It cannot be assailed. 
K. Mallaiah was trade tested among the eligible candi- 
dates and the management after satisfying about the 
requirements gave due promotion and there was no 
claim existing or put. forth by the petitioner for pro- 
motion. The management having arrived at a 
bonaflde decision of conferring benefit upon 
the deserving workmen has exercised its 
authority in the sphere of purely managerial function. 
As per the bipartite agreement the Tradesmen employed 
in the mines will have common seniority. The work- 
men transferred shall take their rightful seniority hav- 
in'- regard to their total service in their category. So 
the allegation that the seniority will be considered 
pitwise Is incorrect. The allegations of unfair labour 
practice etc. are denied. When a vacancy falls and i« 
filled by promoting one workman, a belated claim or 
every workman cannot he acceeded to as there cannot 
he two promotions against one vacancy. 

4 Now the dispute that is relerred to for adjudica- 
tion is whether the management of No. 5 indme, 
gundam Division No. IT. of Singareni Collierms Com- 
nanv Limited is justified in J5 ot promoting Shrl M. 
Sundersan. Fitter to category V? If not, to what rebel 
is he entitled and from what date? 

5. The petitioner besides examining himself as W.W.l 
has examined another Fitter as WAV .2 (Sri Shaik 
Basha) and marked Exs. W.1 and W.2 on his side. The 
respondent examined M.W.l ( Sri M. Satpnarayami) , 
MW2 (Sri Rajanarsu). MAV. 3 (Sri R. V. Raju) and 
marked Exs Ml to M10 on its side, The case of the 
petitioner is that whan a vacancy of a Fitter : in old 
Category VlT arose the respondent with a view to 
favour one K. Mallaiah promoted him as Fitter over- 
looking the claims of the petitioner and that the res- 
pondent while promoting K. Mallaiah has not followed 
the terms of the bipartite agreement, A copy of tne 
bipartite agreement referred to by the petitioner is 
marked as Ex. M.2. A persual of it 
fhp terms of the settlement arrived at is that trades 
men from one category to another shall be * 
on the basis of seniority, technical qualifications i «porJ 
of Iheir work and their performance In 1 the 1 
Now the contention of the petitioner is that K. Mallaiah 

J li tul JUiHenri- of M W.l it is seen that K. Mallaiah 

srossaraH 

to him he is a good worker. So from the evtaen, , u 
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ls clear that at the time when K. Mallaiah was pro- 
moted as Fitter he had no technical qualification in 
the sense that he did not possess any technical certi- 
ficate as such. So if one of the terms in Ext. M.2 is 
that a person should possess a technical certificate then 
it may be said that K. Mallaiah does not satisfy one 
of the requirements for promotion, namely, technical 
qualification. If this is a case where the petitioner 
was having all the qualifications referred to In Ex. M.2 
for promotion on the date when K, Mallaiah was pro- 
moted, then it may be said that the promotion of 
K. Mallaiah overlooking the claims of the petitioner is 
quite contrary to the terms of Ex. M.2 in as much as 
K. Mallaiah did not possess a technical certificate, if it 
had been mentioned In Ex. M.2 that a Fitter for pro- 
motion should possess a technical certificate and that 
it is an unfair labour practice, 

6. Now It has to be seen whether the petitioner pos- 
sessed all the qualifications mentioned in Ex. M.2 for 
promotion on the date when K. Mallaiah was promoted. 
If the petitioner satisfactorily proves that he possessed 
all the qualifications required for promotion as laid 
down in Ex. M.2 and that in spite of it his claims were 
overlooked and that K. Mallaiah was promoted then 
even though giving of promotion is a managerial func- 
tion the Tribunal can interfere if it is an unfair labour 
practice that is adopted by the management in promoi- 
ing K. Mallaiah. Admittedly in this case K. Mallaiah 
did not possess any technical qualifications as such on 
the date when he was promoted and from Exs. W.l and 
M.3 it is seen that the petitioner was promoted as Fitter 
with effect from (1th December, 19(14 whereas K. 
Mallaiah was transferred as Fitter with effect from 9th 
May, 1965 and this also shows that the petitioner 
was senior to K, Mallaiah on the date when the pro- 
motion was given to K. Mallaiah. Even M.Ws.l and 7 
admit that as a Fitter the petitioner is senior to M. 
Mallaiah So as between K- Mallaiah and the peti- 
tioner in the usual course when the vacancy arose for 
a Fitter’s post in old category VII as per the terms 
of Ex. M.2 if the petitioner had passed the Trade test 
and if there had not been any adverse remarks of his 
superiors then he should be normally promoted sinc° 
K. Mallaiah was junior to the petitioner on the date of 
promotion. No doubt K. Mallaiah was not having any 
technical qualifications in the sense that he was no 
a holder of I.T.I. certificate. The words Technical 
qualifications' referred to m Ex. M.2 do wp^nlder 
that a person should necessarily be a rertifleate holc ,■ ' 
If in Ex. M. 2 instead of the words technical quali- 
fications”, the words “technical certificates w ^ us.d 
then it may he said that inasmuch as K. Mallaial. 
did not rossess any technical certificate he does no 
comply with one of the conditions laid down for pro- 
motion in Ex. M. 2. inasmuch as the words tech- 
nical qualifications” have been used they „ md £ a “: 
that a person mav become techncally 
experience even though he may "jot possess rertlfirate 
as such and now the evidence of M. W. 3 is that 

K Mallaiah was a good worker and now it is so n 
fhom Ex. M. 5 that K Mallaiah had also passed the 
Trade test. h°ld as per the terms in Ex. M. /.. Even 
from the evidence adduced on the side of the peti- 
tioner it is seen that persons who J^^V^e^ento- 
techoical certificate were promoted to the higher cato- 
“ W W 2 is working as a Fitter. He srvs that m 
tSSTW was In old category IV and that be got promotion 
In 1903 to old catetforv VII. He himself say s that he 
does not have- I T. T. certificate. So his evldonc 
shows that even though a Fitter doe- not Possess an 
T T I certificate if he possesses sufficient ffirhn.r.il 
knowledge he Is promoted to the higher category. 
W W 3 says that for old workers there is P" coMi- 
+ , ' +V, n+ they should possess anv school ouahfleation 

In? oertlficaffi and that when ffiev (management! Pro- 
mote them thev (’management! take into consideration 
Sfi! workffianshim abihtv and Trade W. So under 

neriou™onHnd that**. Mallaiah did rnS noss-s 

thTx m 3*, w M 


junior to him. If the petitioner also had passed the 
Trade test by the Lima K. Mallaiah was promoted, then 
probably different considerations migh have arisen in 
this case. 

7, The petitioner as W. W. 1 says that as per the 
Tradesmen agreement (that is Ex. M. 2) tor promo- 
tion to higher category a Fitter should be a holder of 
a certificate from I. T, I, with two years experience 
but actually a perusal of Ex, M. 2 does not show that 
a Fitter should be holder of a certificate 

from I. T. I. with two years experience. He 

admits that all eligible for promotion should under- 
go Trade test as per the agreement. According to 
him the management called him for Trade test only 
after K. Mallaiah and Chandramouli were promoted 
from old category IV to old category VII and so he 
refused to attend the trade test on the ground that 
his junior hRd already been promoted. M. W. 1 is 
working as Assistant Engineer. He says that the 
petitioner was asked to appear for Trade test, th£t 
he appeared for his test in 1908 and did not pass m 
that test, that Ex. M. 1 is the letter addressed to the 
petitioner and another asking them to appear f**jp 
Trade test and that Ex. M. 1 shows that both of them 
had failed as seen from the endorsement on Ex. M. 1. 
H e also says that after the Trade test held in 1908' 
the petitioner approached him and requested him to 
put him in other three shifts so that he can acquaint 
himself with the work of maintenance of pumps and 
haulers. He has denied the suggestion that after 
K Mallaiah was promoted the petitioner was . asked 
to appear for Trade test. He says that the Division^ 
Engineer and Workshop Engineer conduct the Trade 
test M W 2 is working as Fitter in new category 
Vi ' He say's that in 1968 once the petitioner was sent 
for a Trade tost, that at that time he represented to 
him that he did not take part m the Trade test as he 
was not conversant with different types of work and 
that why he was not taught about, the different types 
of work Ho savs 1 that the petitioner is working •tmder- 
hir^ and that it is only in 1968 when the petitioner 
was asked to appear for Trade test he rcxmcsled Jum 
to nut bim in other types of work. ,Rn the eviflenm 
of M W. 1 and 2 shows that the petitioner did n 
appear for' Trade test, and that the Petitioner requit- 
ed them to put him in other types of w < so that 
he may learn the work and appear for Trade test. 

8 W W 3 savs that Ex. M. 4 is a letter addressed 
to the Manager" of No. 5 and 6 inclines that it was 
endorsed to him for holding trade test for the four 
persons mentioned therein that out of them wore 1 he 
petitioner and TC. Mallaiah that Ex, M. 5 is the lotto's 
addressed bv him to the Manager No. 6 Incline mil- 
mating the result of the trade tost held bv him. that 
he* had mentioned therein that K. Mallaiah i; ad passed 
the trade test hold hv him end that, thope^ionor did 
not annear for this trade tost that in Ex. M 5 ^ 

A pent had made the endorsement on 

K Maffaiah might be Promoted, that subs .0 £ 

the trade test held bv him the ^^/^ollaiah 

Ex. M. 6 to the frntjconmoH^Y^tK^.iiih 

might be promoted an th mt - there 

the A cent s M 7 relates to it and 

R S' ffio letter ’. 8^-^, bv the Manager 
5 incline to the pchtum-r and lh J ^ Wfl 

that P”t tinner was hy th« 

T^^Rcddv ^hat this Tetter shows that the petitioner 
Raia poddy, that tn . - - fiirth o r promotion 

Jjad^not r sufficient 3 knowledge and that he came 1o 
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know about this from his Head Fitter that the peti- 
tioner requ» 3 ted him to coach him up so that he can 
gam knowledge to appear for trade test, he also sa> j 
that the Engineers coach them, also but that the peti- 
tioner never cared to attend. Now it is suggeste 1 
to him that Ex. M. 5 shows that the petitioner was 
not called for trade test at all, because a persual oi 
Ex. M. 5 shows that the name of the petitioner was 
not specifically mentioned therein, but he says that 
jhc petitioner was called for tradp test but he did 
not appear on 20th December. 1967 and that the letter 
mentioned in Ex. M. 5 would contain the petitioner’s 
name also. He says that the petitioner was called 
for trade test thrice and that it ig not correct to 
state that the petitioner was called for the trade test 
for the first time only in 1968 under Ex. M. 8. A 
perusal of Ex. M. 4 shows that under that letter dated 
5th December, 1967 the petitioner K. Mallaiah and 
two others were asked to be sent to the D. E. for 
trade test, Ex. M. 5 shows that the trade test was 
conducted only with reference to K. Mallaiah and 
another person and that K, Mallaiah had passed and 
the other person M. Venkata Ram ana had failed. Ex. 
M. 5 also shows that this letter is addressed to the 
manager of No. 6 incline and that it is dated 7th 
December, 1967, Ex. M. 6 shows that after the receipt 
of Ex. M. 5 written by M. W. 3 proposals were put up 
for promoting K. Mallaiah since he had passed the 
trade test and that pursuant to it K. Mallaiah was 
promoted. So Ex. M. 4, M. 5 and M. 6 taken together 
clearly prove that when a vacancy arose for promo- 
tion the Manager of 5th Incline and the Manager of 
6th Incline were requested by letter Ex. M. 4 dated 
5th December. 1967 for sending the persons mention- 
ed in that letter for trade test and that the Manager 
of the 6th Incline sent the names of K. Mallaiah and 
another who were trade tested and that they were 
the only persons who appeared before M. W. 3. 


9. It is also now seen from Exs. M. 7 to M. 9 that 
the petitioner was requested to attend for the trade 
test even in the years 1968 and 1970 and that the 
petitioner was absent for the test held in the vear 
19G8, Now the evidence of the petitioner is that since 
the Manager called him for trade test only after 
K. Mallaiah and Chandramouli were promoted, he 
refused to attend the trade test. His own evidence 
shows that he would not have appeared for the trade 
test held in the year 1967 as stated by M. W. 3 be- 
cause the petitioner himself says that In 1967 he asked 
the Head Fitter that he should be sent to the various 
sections for obtaining experience. The suggestion put 
to him is that he was afra'd to appear for trade test 
for want of experienee and So he did not appear for 
the trade test. No doubt he has denied the sugges- 
tion, bid from the very fact that ho reouested in the 
vear 1967 the Head Fitter to send him to the various 
sections for obtaining experience clearlv shows that 
even though he was asked to appear for Trade test, 
as seen from Ex. M, 4, he did not choose to appear for 
the tost for fear that he might not pass. Now he 
says that ho refused to appear for the trade test ho- 
raiise his tumors were already Promoted, but this 
refusal must have been only for the tests held in 1968 
and 1970 b^anse it is onV pursuant to the trad'' test 
held in 1967 that K. Mallaiah was promoted. So far 
as Promotion of Chandramouli is concerned it shews 
t pupsuant to the memorandum of settlement Ex 
M. 10 Chandramouli attended the trade teri. as vor 
of the terms of Ex. M. 19 anrl passed that. test 
Thr evidence in this ease shows tha+ even though three 
phaneos wor- given + n the petitioner to appear for the 
Tr-de test the petitioner did not attend the ]s t test 
and refused t~ eft— 1V, C other tests since the one of 
Iho terms m Ex M. 2 is that for promotion to high— 
pWorp the Ritter has to pass’ t.h" trade teri and 
inasmuch as the petitioner 'lid not appear and or — 
,'1“ in 1 0 67 end inasmuch as K 

Mallaiah he J arvo^nred for the trade +«st end 
Passed it The petition —V "onf-tlor that, the r"''- 
r— dept had Promoted fc. Mallaiah nvorpnklrm his~ 

oltiims cannot at all be countenanced. Inasmuch as 


K. Mallaiah had passed the trade test and as the peti- 
tioner did not pass the trade test evon though K. Mal- 
laiah was junior to the petitioner on the date of pro- 
motion, it cannot be said that the action of the 
pondent in promoting K. Mallaiah is not justified, 
Since one of the terms of Ex. M. 2 is that for promo- 
tion to a higher category the concerned Fitter should 
pass the trade test also, the petitioner has to pass the 
trade test before he can ask for any promotion to a 
higher category. On a consideration of the whole evi- 
dence placed before me I am satisfied that the res- 
pondent is justified in not promoting the petitioner. 

10. For all the aforesaid reasons I hold on the dis- 
pute referred to for adjudication that t’-‘-e Management 
of No. 5 Incline Ramagundam Division II of Singaveni 
Collieries Company Limited is justified in not promo- 
ting Sri M. Sundersan, Fitter to category V, and so 
he is not. entitled to any relief. It is open to the 
petitioner to appear for the trade test as and when 
any further vacancy arises and the question of pro- 
moting him or not would arise when he passes that 
trade test. 

Award is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him 
and corrected by me and given under my hand and 
the seal of this Tribunal, this the 2nd day of May, 
1972. 

(Sd.) P. S. Ana nth, 
Industrial Tribunal. 
Appendix of Evidence 
Witnesses examined for petitioner : 

W.W.l. — M. Sudershanam, 

W.W.2 — Shaik Bash a. 

Witnesses examined for respondent : 

M.W.1 — M. Satyanarayana. 

M.W.2 — G. Ralanarsu 
M.W.3 — R. V. Raju. 

Documents Exhibited for Petioners 

Ex. W.l — Promotion order dt. 2nd December, 1964 
issued by the Manager, Sinffareni Collieries Co. Ltd., 
GDK No. 5 Incline to Sri M. Sudershanam. 

Ex. W.2 — Apuointment order dt. 7th January, 1964 
issued by the Manager Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., 
Nos. 4, 5. 6, 7 and 8 Inclines, GDK to M, Sudershanam. 
Documents Exhibited for Respondent. 

Ex M.l — Letter dt. 29th March. 1968 of Manager, 
No. 5 Incline, GDK addressed to M. Raja Recjcly. 

Ex. M.2 — Agreement dt. 4th October, 1966 between 
tho Management and the Singareni Collieries Workers’ 
Union. 

Ev. M.3- — Letter dt. 5th May, 1965 of the Manager, 
GDK No. 5 Incline addressed to Kasani Mallaiah. 

Ex. M 4- — Letter dt 5th December. 1967 of Agent,, 
Ramagundam TI addressed to Managers. 5t,h and pih 
Inclines for Trade test for promotion of four work- 
men. 

F,x. M 5. — Letter dated 20th December, 1967 of 
Divisional Engineer. Ramagundam Division address- 
ed to the Manager No. 5 Incline regarding Trade 
test. 

Ex M.5 Cal— Endorsement made bv the Agent on 
Ex M.5 to promote Sri Kasani Mallaiah, 

Ex. M.6 — Letter of Manager. No. 6 To -line dt. 5th 
kehrnarv 1968 addressed t.o the Agent, Ramagundam 
IT regarding Frade test of K. Mallaiah. 

Ex. M7— Letter- dt. t 3 th March, 1968 of Agent 
Ramagundam Division T conies communicated to the 
A "nrt Ramagundam IT D E. Ramasrund-im and 
D.P O. Ramagundam for Trade test of 8 v'orkers. 

w M8— L"tter dt. 29th March 1 9 R P of Mpnaecy 
GDK No a Tneljrm addressed to Sri M. Raja Reddy 
and M. Sudershanam. 

Ex M.9— T,°+t.°- dt 22nd December 19N) rf the 
Manner. r;DK No, 5 incline addressed to Sri M Raja 
Reddy and Sri M, Sudershanam, 
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The Vice President ol' the Union anrl the Divisional 
Personnel Officer have attested the petition. 


Ex, M.10 — Memorandum of settlement under Section 
12(3) of the I.D. Act between the Management and 
Singareni Collieries Mazdoor Sangh. 

(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 
Industrial Tribunal, 

[No, 7/21/70-LRII.] 
New Delhi, the 29 th May 1972 

S.O, 1382. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indust- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947 J , the Central Gov- 
ernment herehy publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, 
in a petition filed under Section 33A of the Act by 
Shri Gandam Mondi, Filler, G No. 16, Shantl Khani, 
Belampalli Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) against the 
management of Shantlkhani, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 16th May, 1072. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present: 

Sri P. S. Ananth, B,,Sc., B. L., Chairman. Indust- 
rial Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Miscellaneous Petition No. 24 or 1972 

In 

Industrial Dispute No. 30 of 1967. 


4. In view of the petition sen! by the petitioner pray- 
ing that he may be permitted to withdraw the petition 
filed by him and in view of the fact that the Manage- 
ment had agreed to reappoint him as Badli Filler with 
effect from 28th April, 1972, there is no need to go into 
any further enquiry in this case. I am satisfied that 
under the circumstances the permission asked tor by 
the petitioner can be granted. 

■7 In the result permission is granted to withdraw 
the petition and the petition is dismissed as withdrawn. 

Award is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me and given under my band and the 
seal of the Tribunal, this the 1st day of May, 1972. 

(Sd.) P. S. Ananth, 
Industrial Tribunal. 

[No. 2/21/67-LRII.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


Between 

Sri Gandam Mondi, Filler G. No. 16 Shantl Khani (Department of Labour and Employment) 

Bellampalli Collieries, c/o Singareni Collieries 

Workers’ Union, Bellampalli— Petitioner. ORDER 


And 

The Management, Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited. Bellampalli, Agent, Bellampalli Divi- 
sion — Respondent. 

ppearances: 

Sri B. Garnrn Ram, Vice President, Singareni Gol. 
lieews Workers’ Union, for Petitioner. None 
present for the Respondent. 

AWARD 

This is a petition filed under Section 33 A of the T u- 
dustrlal Disnutes Act, 1047 (hereinafter referred to as 
th" said Act) for reinstatement. For purpose of con- 
venience the Workman who had filed this petition is 
referred to as the petitioner and the Singareni Collie- 
ries Company Limited is referred to as the respondent 
in the course of this award. 


2. The petitioner in his petition contended that in- 
dustrial Dispute No. 30 of 1967 is Pending before ibis 
Tribunal, that the Manager of Shantl Khani terminated 
his services with effect from 19th December. 1971, that 
he was not issued any chargesheet for any rlnmestm 
enquiry was conducted and so the action nf the ’VTunO'v- 
ment in terminating his service; without any charge 
sheet end domestic ennulry is against the principles of 
natural iustice that he has been working as a pe-mn- 
nent Badli Filler, that as per the Standing '"rider 2(ii 
im is a permanent Filler and so his termination is 
nWal and wrongful and so the Management should 

allow him oti duty with back wages from 19th Decem- 
ber. 1971. 


9. Notice was issuer] to the respondent and (be res- 
pondent sent a petition requesting time for fil'ing Us 
mnnkr and so time was glv°n till 1 st Man, 1972 (for 
Piling counter). The '•esnnndent did net file any coun- 
ter on 1st M-.iv 1979 but the petitioner pent a netilinn 
dated 2 rffh April, 1972. which was received hv this Tri- 
bunal nn 96th April 1972. Tn thi* hn has "tru- 

ed that -ftm- the filing of the rx-tPlon there had It' 1 
mutual discussions and that the Management, had sym- 
pathetically considered his demand -md it had sp'-ord 
to re-annomt him as Badli Filler wdh effect from opfh 
April, 1972 and so he is withdrawing his application. 


Ne id Delhi, the 24 th May 1972 

S.O. 1383. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Bombay Port Trust. Bombay and their workmen 
represented by the Transport and Dock Workers’ 
Union, the B.P.T. Employees’ Union and the B.P.T. 
General Workers’ Union, Bombay; 

And whereas, the said employers and their work- 
men have, by a written agreement under sub-section 
(1) of section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to refer the said dispute to 
arbitration and have forwarded to the Central Gov- 
ernment, under sub-section (3) of section 10A of the 
said Act, a copy of the said arbitration agreement; 

Now therefore, in pursuance of sub-sectiqn (3) of 
section’ 10A of the said Act, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the said arbitration agreement. 

Agreement under section 10A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

Between 

Representing Employers.— The Trustees of the Port 
of Bombay. 

Representing Workmen — 

1, The Transport and Dock Workers’ Union, 

2, The Bombay Port Trust Employees’ Union, 
Bombay. 

3, The B.P.T. General Workers’ Union, Bombay. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer 
the following dispute to the arbitration of Shri L. F. 
Dave, Anend Park Society, Block, 1/2. Nadiad, 

(1) Specific Matter in Dispute 

Whether having regard to Trustees’ Resolutions Nos. 
.913 dated 3rd June, 1958 and 820. dated 1st October, 
1963 anrl the Award of Shri N. K. Vanl, Presiding 
Office, Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, 
Bombay in reference No. CGIT-2/10 of 1968 dated the 
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1969, the following categories of emp- 
Bombay Port Trust a»e entitled to 


4th Pt^rmuy 
loyee.a of the 
claim: — 

(i) that their existing scales as on 1st August 1956 
as shown in Column (3) below be rev sed with effect 
from that date as shown in Column (4) belu* 


Department Category Existing scale Scale dunai uni 


I 

2 

3 

4 

Docks 

Clerk, Gr. II 

Sorter, Gr. I 
Inspector ot 
Watchmen Fitter 
7 Fitter 

5 J- 5 “ 90 -EB- 6 - 60 - 5 - 90 -EB- 
144 6-144 

55-3-35 60-3-HI-4-85 
55 - 3 -K 5 6o-3-8r-4-35 
55-3-85-4-93 60 - 3 - 8 1-4-93 

Railway 

Number Tuker 
Telephone 

Clerk, Gr. 11 
Asstt. Goods 
Clerk, Gr. 11 

55 - 5 - 90 -EB- 6 - 60 - 5 - 90 -EB- 
144 6-144 

state 

Bill Receiver 

55 - 3 - 85 - 4-93 

60 - 3 -S 1 - 4-93 

Eabour 

Coupon Seller 
Nursery School 
Teacher 

55-3-85 

55-3-85 

60 - 3 - 81 - 4-85 

60 - 3 - 81 - 4-85 


the award is not made within the period aforemention- 
ed, tho reference to arbitration shall stand automati- 
cally cancelled and we shall be free to negotiate for 
fresh arbitration. 

Witnesses Signature of the parties: 


i. Sd/-R.S. Rayyar, Jr, i. Sd/- S.D. Chittur, Sccetary. 

Assistant Secretry, B.P.T. for and on behalf of the 
Bombay. Trustees of the Port of Bombay 


2. Sd/- S. Raju, Jr. Assin- 2. Sd./- S.R. Kulkarni, Secretary, 
tani Seere ary, B.P.T., Transpor & Dock Woikers 

Bombay. Union, Boml uy. 

3. Sd/- S.K. Shetye, General 
Secretry, B. P. T. Employees’ 

Union, Bombay. 

4, Sd/- G.H. Kale, President 
Union, Bombay, 


Dated, Bombay, ihe 7th Day of April, 1972 

I No. L.31013/1/72-P&D.] 
O. P. TALWAR, Dy. Secy. 

(«r<r wk tw»rut fsprur) 


fcRU 24 Ptf, 1972 


(ii) that, if so, upon such revision, such of the 
employees who belonged to these categories, as were 
in service on the 31st July 1956 be granted an ad hoc 
pay increase of Rs. 5 p.m. with effect from 1st August, 
1956”. 


(2) Details of the parties to the dispute including 
the name and address of the establishment or undei- 
taking involved. 


(a) The Transport and Dock Workers’ 
P.D’Mello Bhavan, P.D’Mello Road, 
Bombay-1. 


Union, 

Fort, 


(b) The B.P.T. Employees’ Union, Port Trust 
Kamgar Sudan, Nawab Tank Road, Maza- 
gaon, Bombay-10. 

(c) The B.P.T. General Workers’ Union, Kavarana 
Building, P.D.’Mello Road, Bomba.y-9. 

(d) Trustees of the Port of Bombay, Bombay. 


(4) Name of the union, if any, representing the 
workers in question. 

( 1 ) The Transport and Dock Workers Union, 

Bombay. " 

(2) The B.P.T. Employees' Union, Bombay. 

(3) The B.P.T, General Workers’ Union, Bom- 
bay. 

(4) Total number of workmen employed in the 
undertaking affected — 28,000. 


(5) Estimated number of workmen employed in the 
undertaking affected — -256. 


We further agree that the decision of the arbitrator 
shall be binding on us. 


The arbitrator shall make his award within a period 
of six months from the date of notification by the 
Central Government in the Gazette of India of this 
agreement or within such further time as Is extended 
by mutual agreement between us in writing. In case 


WTo 1383 — TcT: TOt c ft<? S|T5rf %■ 
traRti-RoRN b fpRns: PrsiPRhf t/k 

TfrufT run br, tbr rtrt 

fnT’srrfr bpr ;rtr butri ’srfo?; br, 

RRft TRRT I % sfftr tspi faRR fRBRTR | ; 

nk ire rrr fimkrerf nk br^ ^nfRrkf 

Iw? nftrfRRR, 1947 ( 1 947 RT 14) HITT 1 0R7 

m br-bri ( 1 ) % wsftar Mnr stu r^fr faRR 

Rt RTfRTRR % fpfP fRtftnR =FRR RT RTR TR fRRT | 

nk w rterrtr wi ^ pjp sifR RfnfRRR 
rrt Kb? qft broth ( 3 ) % Rtfk %^r hrrr *pt 

RRY & ; 

RR: HR '34R HftTfRRR Wf HRT 1 O-Rf 4ft BROTH ( 3 ) 

% OTjRRH Sr R"HTR ?Rf RFRTBR 4RR 4ft Rp^TH 

RRlfsTR RTRft I I 

WWlftW fRRTR WfRfRR , 194 7 4ft 

RTTT 10-«P 45 HRtR 4RR 

RCTOTft % RIB - : 

rHBTdTU RT srftTftftRl 

4Rft RIB : OTiff RtfR % RTO) - I 

RftRkf rt RkfnfOTR 1. qfnRR sfk ftftft srfftR 

RRft 4TH I ftR, ROTf I 

2. 4+4^ ROTT f BTB Q 
HR, ROTf I 

3. R*r£ RHR OTOT HTORH 
«rpRT HR, jp=^ I 
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TTOTOTXt % TO? fTO? P/I Rs d TOTOTO+ fsRR TO 'ATTSHT 

» 5 fr t^TOo TOo TO, TORR Tn£ T'Rl'if, TOY?, 1 / 2 , TlfTOT? 
% TT*RXER % f^TTT fTOTOlTO TOTOt W TOI fw TOT! £ | 

(i) fmfm farmer f??T : 

TR RlfTOf ^ TOR? TOT 5 1 3, fTOTTO 3 ^T, 19 5 8 
TOx 820, fTOtTO 1 Sp^TT, 1963 TOR 1968 TRY TW 
TOTOTlitTO-2/l6, fTOTO 4 'FXtTO, 1 969 Y TOR? 0 %o 
srpfr TOrTO? TOrororTO TOTOro tr>tx TOTOfw RRTftPFTTO 

TOm TO 


T<RT 2, TORf % Terrs' TO STR if 733% TOF?Y RR hr 

% fTRfTOTO TOY Yr TOtotTO fTOro ?rt tor Yr TfarorTO 

f : — 

(i) ftp -rYt TO OR ^ITOI TO fo Y TfTO 
TTRT 1 95 6 TO ? TOx TO fa Y TO% XTOR 

( 3) it ?TOY FT %, TOY 1RW T TR TTTT 
TOftfTO f^RTT RTtr^iT i% ;rtt =?K tf TO? 
fTOTR TCt | : — 


4dTR YTTORR TR 4 L' YtTOTI 4 


( 3 ) 


(4) 


5 5—5—9 0— ?$t dTXtT —6—144 

55-3-85 

55-3-85 

55-3- 85-4-93 


60-5-90-^srerRter -6- j 4 i 
60-3-81-4-85 
60-3-81-4-85 
60-3-81-4-93 


5 5 _ 5- 9 o-^STrm- 6-144 60-5-9 O-WTcfirT*- «- 1 4 1 


55-3-85-4-93 

55-3-85 

55-3-85 


60-3-81-4-93 

60-3-81-4-85 

60-3-81-4-85 


(0 ( 2 ) 

TOfTOt frfTTO TO-TO 

mTO TO-i 

TOTOrn: fTOYtsrp 

YTO HRR TO TOT 

YTOfTO frifTO STH-^t 
TfRv mm PhYTO, 
TOTO 

srrfei fro TO tot 

<?T 'TOR TOR TOT 

TOTO 1T5TOT 

tti 

5TKTOTF 


(ii) f?T TO? ft, rft ^TT TTtTT fTO TOf TO, 
TT TOTOtTO TO TO X? TOY Y TOt «t TOx 
3ft 3 1 TjTO?, 1 95 6 TO TOl Y Y, 1fTO ^TOTT, 
195 6 % 5 Xo TO? TTT TO TtW Yt? 

T5JX TO TOT l” 

(2) fTOtTO 1 879 % TOft wfTOTOT Y tTOTO 

TOR TOR TOmt % f-TOTO yiw srxTO totott TtY, 

tot£ TO? TO?, toTO Y fTO? $ TOx tor tot to 
fTOR Y TRfT TO % TTO3 TT^TOTt % TOT3R Y £ TO 
3ttx ( i) Y fYf?R f i 

(3) farm Y TTO* tTO % ITTT fTOT TOfRtT 

TOTOsrTO to to-’pTO % TOmTOY % tut TOx TO TO^TOr 

(t) ifTOf? tot TtTO TOTOt tot, TOo fTOTO 
TTOT, TOo fTOtTO <1 5 , qTO TOTf— 1. 

(<j) TO TO TTT TOT TTOTTr TO, TOt ^ TOT6T 
tot, mrrsr tfr TOs, ttotot, toTO- i o. 

(t) toTO tott rtt TraiTR qrtTOT; TO, totot? 

fTOTO, Tto f^TOt TO, toTO-9. 


(t) toTO TTOT, TRf % TORY I 

(4) TO? Ftot? Y tot T rTr qrr TOdrTOTO? 

TO? TT ft TO 3RR TOT : 

( 1 ) TOtTfT tto to?Y TOito TO, T«ro 1 

(2) mTO TfR ? TR TOTOY TO, **TO 1 

(3) TTOf TTT TOTT TRTW ^TRT hr, 

mTO I 

(4) stTOtt to^pt t faTOfjR TTTOrrf TO 

gro TOro . . jj 2 8, 0 0 0 

(5) TTlfTT f<T TORT T TOTOfYcT TOmTO TO 

TifTOTOTOn . . 526 

fT TT'T TOTOTX TOY £ far Ti'ITO FT f?R?TT fT 'TX 
ftTI I 

TTOTT %TOTO TORTR JT<r TTXT % XTTOTT T W ^XR 

TO TfiRTOTO % TFrfjR ftf TO TOXt'ST % XT: TR TO TTR 
% TtJT TTTO TTT TO< TTT Yr tY?t TO fTr’t TOT 
TOTTOfTF fxfTJ qJTOX 3TTT qTOTO TOR, TO I SIX 
TfTOT «T?fT % TRX Ym Tff fYTO TOfTOf TO TTWTOT 
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^ M ffiffi ?TT; TJ jft firY If uk ffR rY RlsqfifiR R 
fNfi RRHftR RrY UT RTUtT f£TR I 


rtstY 

1- S°/~fiRo TTRo TTfifTT 
WFK fi^TRU , fifRR, 
TrpT sqm, 

I 


2 . ?0 /- '50 t > ,r. 
spr rur* hM, 
ffRif 'ifi'T ? T tri, 

1 


fYfffal 7 URN, 19 72. 


T«r^m % ^urrar 

1. jro/-TTffo ffo ffffR, 

% RflR ^qrrpTTff % 

ffM ufc rrrY mi; r 1 

2. ^oj—\TJJo RRo J ™) RTfi? , 

Rfvfi. RfYufi cmr ur^V 

t4tr rr, 1 

3 Zoj-nXo %o 7 RR, 

strir rNr rur ^rm 

tRrrY rr, 

1 

4. ^o/-ifto nffo ^r, 
RtfiVT, ffffff RRR fRlfi 

RraRfi tRtr rr, 
ffrfff 1 

31013/1/ 72 —^ WR tfj] 


[R 0 ITR- 


sffto f|o RffffR, 

TR rM I 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 


MfY )WR RTfffTUR 
RTRsrrRR *jrrt 
fff frHY, 3 ■RR 197 2 

VI. 1384 — ksYffRTTR RtT ^1-1 ('TlfffffTRR 

riprqT ) V RFTR ^"RRR r RTR R RtR fWT RUfWR 

rur R?r Furr rr T;fr i, ^r rrrt rY rtrtrY Yt M 
ffurffiR fw 7^r h *tr rrYrr % R'sfsr Ur qfc 
freY sqfRR rR Rn% rt r^ttr Yrt Rt rY srrY nmfer 
ffk iisur ?ff 5 tirr f 30 Itr % rYrt fkffY faRTR snfsr- 
RT-q- % fu~iY ■qRR, r>T fif fkffY 

Ri TN fd'ilRR Yt if Rfifi ^ | qY 'SfifRff RRfiY RlRf ’fT RT 

RUIR Y R ffRRT Riff fifil JR! RffT fit < I 

fififaR 

■Siqi? q' 0-3 -Irt RRT UR fe^ff fftfiRT 

% silR YY- 4 (’Tip FUR? Rfr?. Trhrqr) 

R RYU ft, ^IRT YfRTR RRRR 

1 (2.5 1TR-3-) | RRTfR 

IRI7 r> 7 q%q R R!Rq: 

R° 5 cr«TT 1 SRI fRu gm 
'JR R 11.5 RYR (38 Rj£) RYfl Rr 
t d I RfrRR R R^RH RcR RRl Y? 

Rd TR 'Jjqi'R ^fR RRRtR 'nifw^ 1 
R ririrYr' R rPcrPtr ruY ti srRcTr^ 

I I 


public Notice 

New Delhi , the 3rd June 1972 

S.O. 1384. — The following modification which the 
Central Government proposes to make in the zonal 
development plan for zone D-4 (Parliament Street 
area) is hereby published for public information. 
Any person having any objection or suggestion with 
respect to the proposed modification may send the 
objection or suggestion in writing to the Secretary, 
Delhi Development Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, 
I. P, Estate, New Delhi within a period of thirty days 
from the date of this notice. Any person making 
the objection or suggestion should also give his name 
& address. 

Modification 

Land use of plot No. 3-Jantar Mantar Road, 
falling in zone D-4 (Parliament Street area) 
of Master Plan of Delhi, measuring about 
1 hect, (2,5 acres) and bounded by plot No. 5 
and 1 in the north and south respectively 
11.5 meters (38 It.) wide lane in the east and 
the existing Jantar Mantar Road in the west, 
is tp be changed from ‘educational’ to ‘resi- 
dential’. 

2. The plan indicating the proposed modification 
will be available for inspection at the office of the 
Delhi Development Authority, Delhi Vikes Bhawan, 
I. P. Estate. New Delhi on all working days except. 
Saturdays within the period referred to above. 

fNo. F. 3(117)/G9-MP,] 
H. N, FOTEDAR, Secy. 


2 . uffiRR Tt Ytrr rY< MY Rf ruMr fefi R 
fY^fr Mir nrftRRR % ^tr!rr Mpr rrr, 
stt&r, r$ (YutY— i it qtq it rtrr rtiYrr % 
RTRfw T1 f'RYfttfi full RT RRRTT | I 

[RoRTo 3 ( 1 17)/69-RRo Yo] 

TTRo PRo TIRUT, fifRR 1 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 3rd June 1972 

S,0. 1385. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that it is necessary or expedient, in exercise 
of the powers conferred by section 6 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 

1963), to amend the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. S.O. 
:i054. dated the 29th December, 1969 regarding dried 
shark fins, in the manner specified below, for the 
development of the export trade of India, and has 
forwarded the proposal in that behalf to the Export 
lnsp"ction Council, as required by sub-rule (2) of 
rule 11 of t lie Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, 
the Central Government hereby publishes the said pro- 
posal for the information of the public likely to be 
affected thereby. 
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2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring 
to forward any objections or suggestions with respect 
to the said proposal may forward the same within 
thirty days of the date of publication in the Gazette 
of India of this notification to the Export Inspection 
Council, World Trade centre, 14/1-B, Ezra Street 
(7th floor), Calcutta-1, 


Proposal 

In tile Annexure to notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. S.O, 
5054, dated the 29th December, 1969, for the heading 
‘•(A) Specifications for Dried Shark Fins” and the 
entries thereunder, the following heading and entries 
shallshall be substituted, namely; — 


Annexure 

"A. SPECIFICATIONS FOR DRIED SHARK FINS 


Size grades based on length in Cms. 

Types Colour 

*Dorsal, Ventral and Caudal Fins** 

Pectoral Fins 


Odour General characteristics 


(i) White 
l'ii) Black 


Grade 

A ; Below 2 a an. 

B : 20 cm. and below 
35 cm - 

C : 35 cm. and above 


Grade Characteristic Characteristic 

A : Below 20 cm. White, Black or Odour of dried 
B ; 20 cm. and below spotted colour of meat, but shall 
35 cm. the species. he free from any 

C : 35 cm. and above off odour. 


Dried shark fins shall be prepared 
from fresh shark. The material 
shall be property bried and free 
from fungal, insect and mite in- 
festation. It shall also be free 
from any visible contamination. 
In the preparation of this mate- 
rial, the dorsal, ventral, pectoral 
and caudal (tall) fins of edible 
sharks shall be used. There 
shall be no excess visible flesh 
on the cut-ends. The cauda/ 
(tail) fins shall be without 
back bone unless otherwise agreed 
to between the exporter and the 
foreign buyer. 


Note : ' A tolerance of 5 % by weight of the next higher or lower size grade or both shall be permitted. 

**A tolerance of to% by weight of the nex higher or lower grade or bothshali be permitted. 

Definitions : (i) "Length of fins” shall mean length of fins measured from tip to upper or anterior corner. 

(ii) For the purpose of inspection, “white, shall include yellowish white, and “black” shall include greyish black including 
the spotted varieties. In the case of pectoral fins, colour of the outer or upper side of the fins shall be taken into 
consideration”. 


[No. 6 (i 8 ) ; r 7 i-Exp . Insp.] 


df fetfr,3 3FT, 1972 

tpTo tpT o 1 385. — Tfl 1 fcdfa fdTTN ftfftFfl) SjfafWT, 1963 ( 1963 «RT 22) am G 3TTT TUT 

fp, ^ | tpr trw %■ fti^r w rnthn ^ tttt tot t ^fsrffeuT 

tfio TTo Tflt' 50 54, 29 <, 19 69 TT hUd % fflTFT % ftp? ft Pi TV-T '^VffT if, Tift STRI 

ligvtEPT TTfiT TPTtpPF Ti F'4)'4ft f) sftT ftp ft (fldTftftt fflWH ft fftPfl ) ftpR, 1964 % fftRT 1 1 % 'JMftflR 

( 2) ddwrfeifl, ftfttt rfitt ftmrTcr ftCftpr mPvr ftr £ : 

tJtd 1 JJT, ^Mftuu % SfiJETN if, dftftl FFflflT 9T7T ; Tfiftt lift flTft tfiddrOTUT Tit j] m i U 

% ftrtr firm ftt rnTdam TFrfftr flmft | i 

2 . ra ^ mrft £ fr ^ uttht % dft it ftiftY wit tt ipnftr *1 ahT tt dim Tmt ttht Tif 

sftftT Tft'tgmiT % HPT % wi r m dd ttrfl fnfta % flftr fur ^ '4ftr ffttft fattem ^ pt ifer, 

1 4/ i— ft, vjtr ftft Fftn), flfTFvrr-i iiftn i 
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eke htok % faro toftk totto EfagroT to too too 5054 , epTn 29 fro^K, 1969 e “(v) 

^ tor to % Erg Nk toe to gfgfeglr % wr to, RrofafTOr TOT ?rk Ekfegr kcfGnfe k gi#, 

Eqrsw 

‘V. H 5T TOTOTOT % fTO* fafHfsr 


ETOT to tfto if TOER TO TOTOkd TOT ^kft TOT TO TOTOTH HfSKT 

’ K[ ps, TOR 5ftT TO **9g® TO 

TO 


(j) HTO WI 

(ii) toht to 20 kffo t to 

TO 20TOiWk 35 
#tfto t gnr 
to 35 ttto srk 
TOH TOT 


TO 2 0 ttlo t TO 
TO 20 t^ffo srk 35 
TOTOto E TO' 

TO 3 5 ETOk flk 
EEE TOT 


TOfir to tot ®fI 

EETO, TOE ET fgiw TO 

torhek to frogfrofr 
5^*1 E <$TO 


e HfF-TO ERT TO^f E 
EEK HEit; 5TTTO | JTTETtt 

sfa E E^k *k et 
TO^fr, to eet tovtoeiei 
E JffE ?,>ft I E^ fc# 
fW E£TO1 E *ft 0 TO §tEtE 
TO ETElft %■ 3TOTO TOE I 
ERE WITO % tJG5, a tfTO 
TO Ek y® 

L .srgw faq etEe 1 to 
fikf to Eftw wr TOTOft 
E$r ij to m frofa- 
TOf ?fk fakfr qkr qr 

-aL 

EN TOEE 1 iflfjrjt TO TO 
$ 5 ® (>j®) to fror <1? 
% 1 


f'a'TC? ; ’“trTOTO YTOTO Ek fTOTTO TOPT-iMt ET TOff ERIE E 5 SffdW Eft >(3ETO EXTORT gRT I 

**fETOTO TOTOR Ek fTORET ETTOTOTt ETERT % dkt E 1 0 ERNIE TO FfETTO ST^TE ifpft I 


qfaETET^ : (i) “toI El ETETik % fEt E TOft ET TORTk TOE TOTE fkr ETT qgt TO TUNR EfESTE gRT I 

(ii) froOm % TOfro % fkr "eto" % E'E% 'ftETE to? ?ik 'krt” % tore ^tee toh ere?u 
fTOHT % 0%I gR I 

to tki ?t ?wt t t r , 3T % toit et TOk eIt % to q? tote toe ETgEr” i 


S.O. 1386. — Whereas for the development of export 
trade ot India certain proposals for subjecting coir- 
mattings to quality control and inspection prior to 
export were published as required by sub-rule (2) 
of rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Rules, 1964, in the Gazette of India — part 
II— Section 3— sub-section (ii), dated the 4th March, 
1972, under the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. 3.0. 854 
dated the 4th March, 1972; 

And whereus objections and suggestions were invited 
till the 2nd April, 1972, from all persons likely to be 
effected thereby; 

And whereas the said Gazette notification was made 
available to the public on the 4th March, 1972; 


[Eo d( IS)/ 71 — fTOT l-TtloJ 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received 
from the public on the said draft have been consi- 
dered by the Central Government; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and 
inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Gov- 
ernment, after consulting the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil, being of opinion that it is necessary and expedient 
so to do for the development of the export trade of 
India, hereby — 

(1) not die:, that coir mattings shall be su> eet to 
quality control and inspection prior to export; 

(2) specifics the type of inspection in accordance 
with the Export of Coir Mattings (Inspec- 
tion) Rules, 1972, as (he type of quality con- 
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trol and inspection which would be applied 
to such coir mattings prior to export; 

(3) recognises — 

(a) the specifications lor coir mattings as set 
out. in annexure 1 to this notification as the 
standard specifications lor the coir mattings; 

(b) _ in the absence of any specifications as set 

out in the Annexure, the specifications 
formulated by a panel of experts uppointed 
by the Export Inspection Council for the 
purpose of examining and approving sam- 
ples submitted by the exporter; 

(4) prohibits the export in the course of inter- 
national trade of coir mattings unless the 
same is accompanied by a certificate issued 
by any one of the Export Inspection Agencies 
established under section 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection! Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), to the effect that tho coir 
mattings conform to the specifications recog- 
nised under sub-paragraph (3) and is ex- 
portworthy. 

2. Nothing in this notification shall apply to the 
export by sea, land or air, of samples of coir mattings 
to prospective buyers. 

3. Jn this notification, “coir mattings” means coir 
mattings manufactured on powerlooms as well as 
bandlooms and include: — 


quality number as given in the Table below or^ne in 
accordance with the specifications approved by the 
panel of experts. 

2.2. Construction . — The coir mattings of a particular 
quality number shall conform to the constructional 
details for that quality number as given in the Table 
o' he in accordance with the specifications approved 
by the panel of experts. 

2.3. Ends and Picks . — The minimum number of warp 
ends and tho number of picks per decimeter (or foot) 
of coir multlngs shall be in accordance with require- 
ments given ill the Table below or be in accordance 
with the specifications approved by the panel of 
experts. 

2.4. Weight , — The weight per sq. metre (or sq. yard) 
shall he as specified in the Tabic below or be in ac- 
cordance with the specifications approved by the 
panel of expets. A tolerance of 7.5 per Qgnt in the 

—5.0 

weight per sq. metre (sq. yard) shall be permitted, 

2.5. Dimension . — The dimensions of coir mattings 
shall be as specified In the export contract as agreed 
to between the buyer and the seller. The usual sizes 
of coir mailings shall be as specified below: — 

Dimensions of coir matting 


4i) Coir matting mats, 

(ii) coir matting rugs, and 

(iii) any other sorts of coir mattings. 

4, This notification shall come into force on the 
rejoinder was accepted on condoning the delay. Now- 
20th June, 1972. 

Annexure 

Specifications for coir mattings. 

1. General Requirements : — ■ 

1.1. The coir muttings shall be manufactured from 
bleached or unbleached coir yarn as agreed to bet- 
ween the buyer and seller. The yarn shall be of two- 

piy. 

1 . 2 . The coir mattings shall be firmly and evenly 
woven. 

1.3. The coir mattings shall be plain, dyed or sten- 
cilled or may have designs woven. Into them. 

1.4. The coir mattings may be made into rugs or 
matting mats as agreed to between the buyer and 
the seller. In such cases the cut ends of the matting 
mats or rugs shall either be stitched with suitable 
cotton thread or bound with jute, rexine or leather 
webbing (plain, coloured or fancy) or ends doubled 
back and interlaced in the body of the matting mats 
or rugs or rubber edged or glued edged or with 
rubber/rubro-flbre-backed. 

1.5. The coir mattings shall not be loaded with salt 
or other extraneous matter. 

2, Specific Requirements'.— 


Size No. 

cm 

♦Mattings width 
Inches 

0 

45 

18 

I 

55 

22-5 

2 

60 

24 

3 

70 

27 

4 

90 

36 

5 

1 15 

45 

6 

140 

54 

7 

1 60 

63 

8 

180 

74 

9 

270 

1 O 8 


10 


“coir Mattings shall be supplied In rolls,” 

A ‘‘Rolls” of coir mattings usually 45m (or 50 yds.) 
long. 

Unless specifically agreed otherwise, the following 
tolerant cs in dimensions shall be allowed, nqmcly; — 
Tolerance coir matlings in length or — 1% 

Tolerance coir matteir.gs in width: 

for width up to 180 cm (71') 4 or — 13 mm ($') 
for width above 180 cm(7l") 4 or — 25 mm(i) 

Tolerance coir matting rugs in length ] or — 13 mm (J") 

Tolerance coir matting rugs in width : 

for width upto 180 cm (71O -(-or — 13 mm( 4 '') 

for width above 180 cm (71') -I or — 25 mm (r) 

Tolerance coir mattings mats in length •( or— 13 mm(i') 
Tolerance coir matting mats in width 4 °r — 13 mm(J') 

TAelf. 


2 , 1 . The coir matt ugs of a particular quality num- 
ber shall comply with the requirements for that 

The 

Constructional Details of HanMoOtn Coir Mattings 


Quality 

No. 

WARP 

Ends 

Min 

WEFT 

Picks 


Min 


WEIGHT 

Quality 
or yarn 

Approx 
scorugc 
of yam. 

Per 

dm. 

Per 

ft. 


Quality of yarn 

Per 

dm. 


Pet 

ft. 

Kg, 'm 2 

lb/yd 2 

I 

2 

3 

4 


5 

6 


7 _ 


8 

9 

IO 

Tron-Treadle Plain Weave 












M 2 At 

ANJENGO 

15 

33 


ICO 

VYCOME/BEACH 


T I 


32 

1-50 

245 

M 2 A 2 

ANJENGO 

t4 

3t 


.93 

VYCOME/BEACII 


II 


32 

t-55 

2^85 

M 2 A 3 

anjengo 

13 

29 


87 

VYCOME/BEACH 


10 


30 

I ■ 62 

3 .00 



fee. 3 ( ii ) ] 


T HE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 3, 1972/JYAISTHA 13, 1094 


2169 


I 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

M2A4 

ANJENGO 

T 2 

27 

80 VYCOME 'BEACH 

9 

28 

I ^0 

3 - 15 

M2RI 

ARATORY 

15 

33 

too VYCOME/BEACH 

II 

32 

1-42 

2' 60 

M2R4 

ARATORY 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME/BEACH 

II 

32 

1-47 

2*70 

M2R3 

ARATORY 

13 

2<J 

S7 VYCOME/PEACH 

IO 

30 

i -55 

2 '85 

M2R2 

ARATORY 

12 

27 

80 VYCOME BEACH 

9 

28 

1 ■ 62 

3 'oo 

M2 Vi 

VYCOME 

15 

33 

100 CALICUT/BEACH 

9 

28 

1-35 

2-45 

M2V2 

VYCOME 

1 14 3 

30 

90 VYCOME BEACH 

9 

38 

1-42 

2- 60 

M2V3 

VYCOME 

12 

27 

80 VYCOME 'BEACH 

Q 

28 

1-52 

2 'SO 

MzBi 

BEACH 

II ’io 

23 

70 BEACH/KALLAI 

9 

28 

1 '30 

2'35 

M2B2 

BEACH 

9 

20 

to BEACH/KALLAI 

9 

28 

I '40 

2-15 

Two-Treadle 

Basket Weave 








M 2 BAi( 3 x.i) ANJENGO 

15 

30 

90 ANJENGO ’ARATORY 

17 

50 

1-72 

3'20 

B 2 BA 2 ( 3 X 2 ) ANTENGO 

M 

2 X 

84 ANJENGO ARATORY 

17 

50 

I- 80 

3 '30 

B 2 BA 3 ( 3 X 2 l 

ANTENGO 

13 

26 

78 ANJENGO/ARATORY 

16 

48 

T '82 

3'40 

MzBArfrxi' 

AbfjENGO 

is 

30 

90 VYCOME 

17 

So 

1-62 

3 '00 

M2B/W 3 x2) ANJENGO 

T 4 

28 

84 VYCOME 

17 

50 

1-68 

3 'TO 

M2RA6?3X2) ANJENGO 

13 

26 

78 VYCOME 

l6 

48 

I 'll 

3 -20 

B’BRi(3X2) 

ARATORY 

15 

30 

90 ARATORY 

17 

50 

1-68 

3 ' 10 

MzBR2(3x2 

ARATORY 

14 

2& 

84 ARATORY 

17 

50 

I ‘72 

3-20 

MzBR 3 ( 3 X 2 

ARATORY 

13 

26 

78 ARATORY 

16 

48 

I' 80 

3 '30 

B 2 BR 4 ( 3 x 2 ) 

ARATORY 

15 

30 

90 VYCOME 

17 

50 

1-58 

2 90 

B2BR 5 (3x2) ARATORY 

14 

28 

84 VYCOME 

17 

50 

1-62 

3 -co 

M2BR6(3X2) ARATORY 

13 

26 

78 VYCOME 

16 

48 

1-68 

3' 10 

M2BRVi(3x2) VYCOME 

14 

28 

84 VYCOME 

16 

48 

1 -47 

2' 70 

M2BRV2(3x2) WCOME 

13 

26 

78 VYCOME 

16 

48 

1-62 

2- 80 

M2BRV3(3x2) VYCOME 

12 

M 

73 VYCOME 

IS 

46 

1-58 

2' 90 

M2BBt(3x2) BEACH 

IO 

20 

60 BEACH 

15 

44 

1-38 

2 '50 

Three- Treadle Weave 








M3A1 

ANJENGO 

16 

35 

lofi VYCOME/BEACH 

II 

34 

1-58 

2 '90 

M3A2 

ANJENGO 

15 

33 

100 VYCOME/BEACH 

II 

32 

1-62 

3 'CO 

M3A3 

ANJENGO 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME/BEACH 

II 

32 

1-68 

3' 10 

M3A4 

ANTENGO 

13 

29 

87 VYCOME/BEACII 

TO 

30 

1 '75 

3'25 

M3A5 

ANTENGO 

12 

27 

80 VYCOME/BEACH 

IO 

30 

1-82 

7.40 

M3R1 

ARATORY 

16 

35 

106 VYCOME ’BEACH 

IT 

34 

I ’ SO 

2 -75 

M3R2 

ARATORY 

IS 

33 

too VYCOME/BEACH 

IT 

32 

I '55 

2-85 

M3R3 

ARATORY 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME/BEACH 

11 

32 

1 -60 

2'95 

M3R4 

ARATORY 

13 

29 

87 VYCOME/BEACH 

IO 

30 

1-68 

3 ' 16 

M3R5 

ARATORY 

12 

27 

So VS’ COME/BE ACI I 

10 

30 

1-75 

3-25 

M3C1 

ASHTAMUDI 

II 

24 

73 VYCOME/BEACH 

9 

28 

2 -08 

3 1 90 

M3V1 

VYCOME 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME/BEACH 

IO 

30 

I ’40 

2 • 

M3V2 

VYCOME 

13 

29 

87 VYCOME/BEACH 

9 

28 

1-45 

2 - 65 

M3V3 

VYCOME 

T2 

27 

80 VYCOME/BEACH 

9 

28 

1 ■ 52 

2 ■ So 

M3B1 

BEACH 

IO 

22 

67 BEACH/KALLAI 

9 

28 

1 *40 

2'55 

Four- Treadle Weave 








M4A1 

ANJENGO 

15 

33 

100 VYCOME 

13 

40 

1 ‘70 

3*15 

M4A2 

ANJENGO 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME 

13 

40 

1 - 75 

3 '25 

M4A3 

ANTENGO 

13 

29 

87 VYCOME 

13 

38 

1-82 

3 ‘40 

M4A4 

ANJENGO 

12 

27 

So VYCOME 

13 

38 

1 1 90 

3 ■ 

M4R1 

ARATORY 

15 

33 

100 VYCOME 

13 

40 

1-62 

3 ‘00 

M4R2 

ARATORY 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME 

13 

40 

1-68 

3 ■ 10 

M4R3 

ARATOTY 

13 

29 

87 VYCOME 

13 

38 

i • 75 

3 ‘ 2<7 

M4R4 

ARATORY 

12 

27 

80 VYCOME 

13 

38 

1 82 

3 -40 

M4V1 

VYCOME 

14 

31 

93 VYCOME 

12 

36 

I -47 

2 ’70 

M4V2 

VYCOME 

13 

29 

87 VYCOME 

12 

36 

I-55 

2-85 

M4V3 

VYCOME 

12 

27 

80 VYCOME] 

12 

36 

1 -62 

3'0 


3. Packing : — 

3.1. The coir mattings shall be packed as agreed to 
between the buyer and the seller. 

3.2. Each package shall be marked with the follow- 
ing particulars, namely: 

(a) Name of the material; 

(b) Size; 


(c) Number of pieces packed in each package; 

(d) Code number of the exporter; 

(o) Cross weight and 

(£1 Name, initiuls, trade mark or any other 
indcntification mark of the exporter. 


[No. 6(14) /71-EIEP.] 



'ziqo 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 3, 197 2/ JY AI STHA 13, 1894 


[Part II— 


2. STftFJFTT %f %ff '♦ft FTcf WT % 

FT Fpf TT UPJ Fff fFft, fum HUTl 

%TUft %t FT, TFJ? HT TP) FFt fFFT 
fTTfr 1%qT FRIT % I 


VTO WTo 1386 — m'. W % fuif-T aimK % 
fsFFTH % faq FFT TTtr %t ftplfer % 'J# FFrf=f€t f|TfF lT r 

FfFut % stuPt 5 1 m % Ptf Tfrui PfiPt 
(^nfHzt Pfuth ntr fartwu) fFur, 1 9 64 % f-,m 1 1 
% : 3TpPUT ( 2 ) FFT JUTT tTeJU FUF TUFF % fa%W 
'■TPTK -HdT"lT %t 7T° FT° TTTo 8 54'TTTFr 

4 FTF, 1 972 % SUfPT ^TPTT % UFUT/iTPT 2, ipl 3, 
FW<>T (ii), FFP? 4 5TP#, 1972 if FTnftRT 1 %tt HTT 2r: 

sfk FT: fFTSKT TTOUIFT: mTlfacT ftF FH Tuft 
etrf»F?nff if 2 wH 1972 ff fit tjott ^piTwct 
f%% t^tt «T : 

sfF rjTT: -344 irfETJUITT FT ITTOF «RrTT FT 4 FT?, 

19 7 2 *Pt WT^T f^TT FIT HI : 

?fF FT: FFT TFUT F UFTT it STM STTOTt sfF 
HHWf 9T TUftF TFFF H fT^TP' f^9T if 1 

■a ^ 

FT: 7R fufe (FTTlPFt fFTFT ?fF f-FteFT) 

sSTfsjpTFfT, 1963 ( 1963 FT 22) %t UITf 6 5TTT 5TFT 
IflpFHrr FT FTP! *Tpit gF FcTF TFFTT Ft, PpPfrT frT%FT 
M P-l 5 % >FJTpfi TUT % TWId, TFT ^ f% '(TK'T % f^FIM 
IETPTTT % ftW % fUF f?TT TUTT 'UIT^T TfF THTUfF 
ft, T?T tTcFrctTTT: — 

( 1 ) irF’FifTT 'puff % f% spit nfFr fuller % 

yf T ; Trfu?:r ffFjrar«r sfF fafFiu % ftF §t i 

(2) EfTTF'fCT f^Tq-frT (fufaw) fUHT, 1972 % 
TTTHF FTlfuft fUFFT ?)F f%f^FT % 
UT ’SF6TT %t fdfuFu?: TUft |, %f %% TTT 
•4fur %r PFTfr-^ htt gPu i 

(3) (Tl) TrflFjmr % 3 WJ -1 if T«U 

^uriu?r wt %fiiT % ftrPrrwf %f tut %fe?T 

% ffro ^Tfpp % w % irumr %fr |: 

(g) tt f%^f fM ^of f % h 

^T% 9T pT-l%JT~6? SKI f%T[ TF Upl 

Tf 'ifPiir up ujmur % 5rq>ur % fr-ru; 
fTTk fTTfOT TfUT^ STTT fWlST 

% TT"i STTT MM I", *TF IdPl^url %f 6l r ddl 
%ff | I 

( 4 ) 1 . SUT’fcfPr ^TNP; % 5FjT4T % r .T’ 

% Petet Tf nf nfu^a' Tufr 
| TT OT UT% HFT pFTf?r (TTrfuff 
furau sfk fdftWT) TtMuft, 1963 
( 1963 TT 22) %f HF.T 7 % infF WrftfT 

f%rfffuTiTT Prusi'Jf ^rPFfFu u ttt w>t 

WTTU H ft f% WK iffer TT-%h ( 3 ) 

% SltTfT FTFRrr'TTFT farfdWT % !T^K^ 

^ nfF H>3T I I 


3. m wfujHTT if %TT Ff^T 1 U SF'-T TUP j F 

uFtt tt# t< fqrPrfiFf wr nfirTT % 
%F FTif fFFTfufw '(ft TlfoTfucT f, 

( 1 ) 'FTT 4'fuT, 

(2) WT 4ftTT UT, ?fF 

(3) WT #fFT TT Tft UT 5TTTT I 

4. Uf WfijgW 20-6-72 Tf T^U vim I 

TTrui'j 

9KT A\z T f«r/ 

1. TTUUTUr WHrS'T'pmri: — 

1 , 1 tot «ftT f^^rr % TfF uq jiff % ttt ti 

fTffsRT TT TTffFf'TT TITT IJcT ft OfUT TT FftW f%4 
dhyn 1 ijrr att Fy ^ 1 

1.2 ff 4 f-ur 'fpr fr fF ff-ti ^tt gFr i 

1.3 WT FfUT TTPTT TiffT H TDTPTT 

tft-u tt tut ^ : |rr FFrau ft uTo i 

1.4 4FT PfiT ’TOT ifF ff%TI % TTU OF TCI TFR 

% IlfOTT Tift if HT JTfpT 4%i if UfTTr FT 
H%irr 1 ffit tttft if Ff-HT Fdf ot 'Ft % 
»re|TTfFT FTfTT g;F%FFt if itt Ft fan 
ftot nr ( nrf, Ffto nr %Hft ) 
PPtOM ITT TF FpFT ft di^i 'Jt nfi 
ITT WF l ff% %f UTT ftft f%T HTTP 

?fF (TfUT Fdf nr Uft % iJ®T TTFT if 
UTTrfqU ffnr Ftfif FT fet F FTf 
FTT TT TTUT UTTTT Fl^OT I 

1.5 Wd FfUT %f FTlt FFU TT fwf «T«T fd-T 
'Flu % HUT dft %t FTrpft I 

2. fFFTfipsa UTFT^TTTF : — 

2. 1 fafilUd TTrfFdt m !T % T-TT itfdT Ft% 
FFTt if UFT FT faffed TTTPTat 
TTW %t TTFrTTFFrTfr % TFUF FT fTU- 
cfjff % TFT TTO TFTffFr fTfTTTff % 
5FJTTF ffil I 
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2 . 2 . W — fqfjpz wftzf t®TT t 

tffq wTnjjf it wr wf wt wtr wwrfttf 
tnwi t ft* wwrww % arrtf % 
qT f^-sirq'^fr t tw<T 5TFT W^ftfel ftft- 
WWf % WW/TK fjft 1 

2.3 3 JT ttr ftW : — FT 7- tf? 7 ! % wft 

3 o jffo (ti Tf) % WHT 

tr 77 sf|r fttf tf tr Jr tr t^m ft*w 
RFwr if fr qf wr^sq-^rrraf % ww? 

pttf RI fwtwtf t TRW WPT WFpftfeR 

faftrurr % st^rd; sitff i 

2.4 rtt : — -srft wo Tfr<> (wr wt rw) rtt 
far-T RUtf if WWI fwfRfoz: qT fwtqjfl t 
q^T^r STU wFjtffwR faftfetf % rrrtt tm 

NTT if, SrfrT Wo Rfo (WT WW WW) R + 7 . 5 
WFRWTW tf WZWWT ?H?irW s?ttf I - 5.0 

2.5 WTWTR : — TT T tfbr % WITTR WWT w’r fwtwr 
% sffrT qf '7 WIT qTTTT tf fwwfw tfWWT t WWT 
fwfwfetz t WRRT r wfir I TWT wffw % 
witWT sownr wwr ft^R fwf'Rft'R: ?W : 

TWt tft»T V WTWTW 


1 2 3 


STRWT f 0 Ro tfo tfrw tf 

Wfflf -fw 

0 45 18 

1 55 22.5 

2 60 24 

3 70 27 

4 90 36 


1 2 3 


5 

115 

45 

G 

140 

5 4 

7 

1 60 

63 

8 

180 

72 

9 

270 

108 


10 

‘wu Rffw nw ff ww^ wwrw %r ^rruff i’ 

TWT tffw WT ‘TFT’ WrfqWT ^-T R 4 Stfo (WT 5 0 ’1 W) 
7 FWT JFTT t I W % fafer-ifT: qrwwr TUT R 
fTWT RWT gt, WTqTR if fRTRfwfaw RjTWWI 9 FJ 5 TIW 
f?Twf, 4 TWTW : — 

writ tfur tf NJWTf t wurwr- i wfw?rw wfww 
try Rffw tr wf fit if Rwwwr q r tr 

180 fro tfo ( 71 fW) ff'Ti ■ 
wf wrt % ftf 

13 fto tfo ( 1/2 tw) flfyl 
WT WR 

i so to tfo ( 7 1 tw) t wfaw 
tf =wffT^ % frrq 

25 ffro wfo ( i?w) srftrqi wr ;po 
^ffiwr ut vf NTwrt w w^fit — 

13 fwo iffo ( 1/2 fw) ?rfw*f 7 wr arm 

WWT wfww tw WlfTt Tf JT^FIT ; 

180 to tfo ( 71 ”) fUp Rif % f^TT 
1 3 fto tfo ( l/ 2 ") srfSFFqr WIT 

lsototfo ( 71 ") t ^rfiFF # — 

25 fto qfo ( 1 ") ETfswr qj 
WWT tffw RZ wt suwrt t WWWWT : 

13 faoijfo (l/2") HTfilTI WI RTR 
■ wqr tfzw t? tf tffit t Wfiqfn' : 

13 ftotfo ( 1 / 2 ") qfaqr qr ww 

HTUWf 


WTW'WfWT qqn- tfew tf wwrqz ^ sqft 


<- r. 

wrwr 

®fr ww- 1 ww 


ftrr Epr t wwr 


WIT 

^m<i\ 

to 

ffrtf 

ilWTftzf 

qrmw 

Wffftw 

wfw 

to tfo 

srft 

HI 

tf wwifr?f 

5 rft 

totfo 

wft 

TZ 

ftoWIo 
W° tf 0 ; 

2 

tlr 1 

Wo TfZ 

2 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

ttfSoT Rltf W Wit — 










ipr 2 it 1 

tfNf 

15 

3 3 

100 

wittfa 1 wfw 

1 1 

32 

1 . 50 

2. 75 

qw 2 rr 2 

ttrtf 

14 

31 

93 

wrftti/tN- 

11 

32 

1 . 55 

2.85 



7 


8 


9 
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=fc- 


10 


^2^3 

sf^N't 

13 

29 

ittt 2^ 4 


12 

27 

ittt 2 ott 1 

0KiY<t 

15 

33 

trq- 2 snr 2 

onotfr 

14 

31 

TUT 3 WT 3 

0 1 <t\ Cr 

13 

29 

I^T 2 ST1T 4 

OTTStft 

12 

27 

TUT 2*ft 1 

'4fWo 

15 

13 

TJH 2 *ft 2 

or^fito 

14/13 

30 

^2^3 

OTfsptO 

12 

27 

tnr 2^t 1 

aft*T 

ll/lO 

23 

TJH 2*ft 2 

^to 

9 

20 

— 




tPT 2^T 1(3 X 2) 

0'5t fT lt 

15 
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3.2 JTc^r^r 4*5 ftprfafer % fafijpr fom srrtnrr sriffr : — 

(jf) mfitfr *ft rut 

(ta) hrr 

(n) 5T?W 4%3f E 4=fi fer 51X1 5TT ^ WI 
( 5 ) faqfa-'Rrf Yl yr 
(y) «g?r »tr, trk 

(^) ftRfa Wf YT RUT WE, *YRRf5f *IT Y>f SRI I 


S.O. 1387. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following rules, namely: — 

1. Short title and commencement: — (1) These rules 
may be called the Export of Coir Mattings (Inspec- 
tion) Rules, 1972. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 20th June, 
1972. 

2. Definitions . — -In these rules, unless the context 
otherwise requires— 

(a) ‘Act’ means the Export . (Quality Control and 
Inspection Act, 1963 (22 of 1963); 

(h) ‘Agency’ means the Export Inspection Agen- 
cies established at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin. 
Dalhi and Madras under section 7 of the Act; 

(c) ‘coir mattings’ means coir mattings manufac- 
tured on powexlooms as well as handlooms 
and includes— 

(i) coir matting mats, 

(ii) coir malting rugs, and 

(lii) any other sorts of coir mattings. 

(d) ‘Council’ means the Export Inspection Coun- 
cil established under section 3 of the Act; 

3. Basis of inspection. — Inspection of coir mattings 

intended for export shall be carried out with a view 
to seeing that the coir mattings conform to the speci- 
fications recognised by the Central Government under 


[#0 6 ( 1 4) / 1 7 1— f O fe 

section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1063 (22 of 1963), (hereinafter referred to 
as the recognised specifications). 

4. Procedure of inspection.— ( 1) An exporter inten- 
ding to export coir mattings shall give an intimation 
m writing m the prescribed form of his intention so 
to do to the nearest office of the Export Inspection 
Agency. 

(2) Every intimation for this purpose shall be given 
not less than seventy two hours before the expected 
date of shipment. 

(3) Before applying for inspection t(he exporter 
shall himself inspect the goods carefully and remove 
all such goods which do not conform to the recognised 
specifications. 

(4) The goods shall be packed in rolls or bundles 
and kept i eady in packed condition properly stacked 
in a well lighted place. 

(5) The exporter shall provide the necessary faci- 
lities to the Inspecting Officer of the Export Inspection 
Agency for carrying out inspection to ensure that the 
consignment conforms to the recognised specifications. 

f6) The inspection of coir mattings shall be done 
with reference to the recognised specifications of 
different varieties of coir mattings. 

5. Place of inspection.—' The inspection shall be 
carried out at the premises of the manufacturer or at 
the premises of the exp,- , l ;■ 
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6, Inspection fee . — A fee at the rate of 25 paise shall 


be paid as inspection fee for the inspection of every 
packet or roll of coir mattings except coir matting 
mats for which the fee shall be 13 paise per packet. 

7. Certificate of inspection,— After satisfying itself 
that the consignment of coir mattings conforms to 
the recognised specifications and has been sealed in 
accordance with the instructions issued in this behalf, 
the Export Inspection Agency shall issue a certificate 
declaring that the consignment conforms to the recog- 
nised specifications and is exportworthy. 

8. Appeal — (a) Any person aggrieved by the re- 
fusal to issue a certificate under rule 7, may within 
ten days of receipt of the communication of such 
refusal by him, prefer an appeal to a panel of experts 
consisting of not less than three persons, appointed 
for the purpose by the Central Government. 

(b) The quorum for the panel shall be three. 

(c) The decision of the panel *n such an appeal 
''hall be final. 

[No. 6(14)/71-EIEP.l 

MTo Mlo 138 7 — Plfilci ( dd I Pm V fdq'vJ' J l uV 
foVSTfi) MftlfTMT, 1 963 ( 1 963 MT 22) 7?V 7TU 
1 7 JTTT 777 wrfdrPff fill TfiV Mm $tt, Wm 7TM7T, 

< i fd'-Wsn (fiqfi ddldl MTV : — 

,Kmm 

1. tr«'7 him mV 7iV7:-( i) m famt mt 7m 

MT7M tfVl fWl (fWm) f777, 1 972 V7T I 
(2) 4 20-6-1972 if 7f7 Stfi I 

2. qfrHTtTtn — m fwn 7, m mm 7^7 if mpu 

Mdftm 7 it— 

(M) "Mfidwr" if fWd (mlVV ffiTwTfi 
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22) MpfiVl | I 

(q) "MfTMnn” if Mp7f777 mV tun 7 % Mlftfi 
t^Hs, Midrdl, MTV d , ftwft mV Tfffff 

if nrrfVf Pmfa Warn MpMMm MfW 

1 1 

(it) "mitt tW if ?r«r Mm wftu mm# 
7M mft f M17T 7fVr mPtVi £ mV nV : 

( 1 ) MT77 tfVl V, 

( 2 ) mitm tfnr nr, 
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% fd C 1 51 7 m fh °t‘ 1 0 77 fTThfPT *h^d % fTTf MT7?77i 
7f77T7 Vl I 

( 6) 7777 fifnr 71 f7fl77 7777 Mfer 7d fdffiM 

feni % OMdi srm fWr^Tfr % qV fT^q- Sp mtitti i 

5. f77V«7 77 ?7M: — fTTfAn fdfdfitd T 7T f77f7- 
Wr £ TfnVi 77 fTm 77171 1 

6. fvdtfir Tdu : — 7777 7fnr Vf % f7717 f^TTV 

tVt srffi ^ 1 5 77 VtI, 7777 7V7 % tV; srfu Vf 

71 7717 % fVTT7 ^1 25 r V fVfnn 7?V % 7:7 7 777 
7d TTTTt I 

7. fWn? Ml MTUTf-77 :-7l7T mTVt mi 7V17 

7777T am fWVi % t ^7 fdrfiin mV fVr 
TIT % 7|7K iVr 77 Vn 77T £ ^7 717 77 F77 

77 771717 7- 777 ir^ ffififfl ffiVWM SlfilMbfi 7g 

h ifq 1 + V 7717 77 mV +Vri Pm tVt7 

7m Pt Pd?7f % Mom % mV fW-MVi 1 1 

8 . mVm — 

(7) P777 7 % Mtfv 771777 MTV THU % 
Vn 7 aJrpMd mV 'Tfw, m 777T 77 
7MTT MV ^Mdl V MlPd % 77 f77 % mVtT 
%W 77MTT JPJ ^7 TTViR % f^Ttf fT^MT 
tfV *Hpki9i 7 spijH fWcrsff % mV 
M'Ai MM 7%7T I 

(q) «V TTjfa 3 TTWf 7)V VV I 

( 7 ) VPr mVm 7T ^Vl Ml MfiTTM mV%7 5 V 7 I I 

[to e( 14)/7I-f7of7o TMTffioto] 

S.O. 1388.— In pursuance of rule 8 of the Export of 
Coir Mattings (Inspection) Rules, 1972, the Central 
Government hereby appoints the persons mentioned 
in column (2) of the Table annexed to this notification 
as the panel of experts for the purpose of hearing 
appeals under the said rules against the decision of the 
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Export Inspection Agency mentioned in the corres- 
ponding entry in column (1) thereof: 

Provided that where a member of any of the said 
panel is personally interested in the subject matter of 
any appeal, he shall not take part in the proceedings 
relating to that appeal. 

The quantum of the punel shall be three. 


Authority against Persons constituting the panel of experts 
whose decision to which appeal lies, 
appeal lies. 

r a 

1. Expor trnspec- r. Chairman, Coir Board Ex-Officio 
tion Agency, Chairman 

Cochin 

2. Shri Revi Karuna Mana- 
ging Direc or, Alleppey 

Co. Ltd., Alleppey Member 

3. Shri C. Prabhakaran, 

M..s Aspinwall & Co.( Trav( 

Otd. , Alleppey! 

4. Shri C.G. Sadasivan, Chair- 

man Kerala State Coir Cor- 
poration Alleppey „ 

5. Shri C.V. Rajappan, „ 

Charankattu Coir Mfg. Co, 

(P) Ltd., Shertallai, 

6. General Manager, Hindu- ” 

Stan Coir, Kalavoor. 

7. Joint Director (Tex & Chem), 

Export Inspection Council, 

Calcutta. Ex-Officio 

8 . Joint Director, Export Ex-Officio 
Inspection Council, Cochin. Convener 


_ (1) W 

l. ftRtenr j 1 . r krst, wi =rtf rsrst 

SfW , ( bl4fr 2. Mt Tf) RRTRPRR, I <KFT 

%ofRo, I 

3. Rto KRERR, RSIR 

Ro 11 fiqncjn tnrjr jp 0 

(?TR) fR°, | 

4 . eft Rfo^fTo RRifRRR, rrrt 

RWR, RR RR 


’RTTfrRR, RRfft I 

5. 

RRTR 

(Rio) fRo #7R?R^ 


6. R^TRSFtEF, 
fr^WTR W, 

7- R^RTfrtw (Ro 

RRIR 

cTRT To), 

fRR% frftePT 

RRR 

*TwPERT | 


8. R^'TRfffrRR, 
fdRfcl frftoTR TfrRf, 

■BtR RRTRR 


•frHfa | 


[No. 0(14)/71-EIEP.J 
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% spilTi %■ fRR ft'Bjeprf % 3 rr % RR r tid^iur 

T* ,<V JL. 

ft ; 

RRT RfR $TR IT frlfT RRR TT RRTR 
frufr SpflR "Ft fTPT^g, R aifftTPra TR R fruR? RJR 
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RTRft 
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[Ro 6 (14) 7 l~fro fro RRlfra R : oJ 


SO, 1380. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec- 
tion) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises the following Export Inspection 
Agencies for the inspection of coir mattings prior to 
export, namely: — 

1. Export Inspection Agency, Cochirr Manohar 

Building, Mahatma Gandhi Road, Ernakulam, 
Cochin-11. 

2. Export Inspection Agency, Madras, ‘Sire 

Mansion’, 123, Mount Road, Madras-8. 

3. Export Inspection Agency, Calcutta, ‘World 

Trade Centre’ 14/1-B, Ezra Street (8th floor), 
Calcutta-1. 

4. Export Inspection Agency, Bombay, ‘Aman 

Chambers’, 113, Maharshi Karve Road, 
Bombay-4. 

6. Export Inspection Agency, Delhi, 6B/9, Nor- 
thern Extension Area, Rajinder Nagar, New 
Delhi-5. 


[No. 6(14)/71-EI«tEP.] 

M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, 
Deputy Director (Export Fromoti in). 
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VToWTo., 1389 fiRfa (RlfiTdt fifRSPE sfa 

fa-ftwJT) ^rfsrf^nr, 1963 ( 1963 =ft 22) *fft urcr 7 
jra seftt siRdiii w sret Trtt |^ r ^Efifir tc+k r^mr- 
fafoRT f^nrtcr firffeRT srfwRft fiRfir % ^4 
5fr firfifirrr % fin; tt^pt jtrett tift 
: — 

1. fiwfir firftOT srfnERT, ^RffiT, 

'PEft^T firf^T, iTSTcRT Rtft *TT#, 
up^d-M, YNM — 1 1 I 

2. fimfir ft-rtsm ifTfirmr, 

'rop; ERR,' 1 2 3, ETRT TtT, 

' *r5W-6 I 

3. fiwfir firdwr tff’EEnr, mrwr, 

'*r 5 i for’, 1 4/1, «rt s-fa 

( «5ff Efim), ttott- 1 1 


4. fiRtr firftfiRr srfw^r, 

5 RET #R#, 

1 1 3, e#t nf Tty, 

+^+^( t — 4 I 

5. fiRfir firfiteTw srfvpfTRT, frnft, 

e*ft/9, T?rfit fmrn: w?r, 

TRNpRT, dt fiETft-5 I 

[eo d( 1 4)/7i-firt>firo ett fijoEo]; 

JTEo %0 sfto VTPTER, 
39 -fifirtTE: (fiRfa Wt) 1. 
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